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Current Topics. 
Mathematics and the Bench. 


WE COMMENT elsewhere on the recent judicial changes. It 
is interesting to note that the promotion of Lord Justice 
FLETCHER MOULTON sends to the House of Lords one of tho 
three senior wravglers—an extinct honour—who have in recent 
years sat in the Court of Appeal, the others being Sir RoBERT 
Romer and Sir James Stirtinc. Lord Justice FLETCHER 
MOUuLTON’s nominal attachment to the common law side of the 
Court of Appeal has not prevented him from giving some notable 
judgments in equity matters, of which the dissentient judg- 
ment in Manks v. Whiteley (1912, 1 Ch. 735) is, perhaps, ‘ths 
most conspicuous example. It may be said, with some reason, 
that he surpassed on that occasion tho professed masters of 
equity. 


The New Vice-Chancellor. 

As was anticipated, Mr. Stewart Smiru, K.C., has been 
appointed to succeed the “late Mr. Leigh CLARE as Vice- 
Chancellor of the County Palatine of Lancaster. He has 
qualities both personal and professional which will fit him for.tho 
post, and he is likely to make a capablo and useful judge. But 
the occasion of the appointment calls attention to the curious 
historical survival by which Lancashire ‘has its own equity court 
ranking on a level with the High Court, and by which the 
selection of its judge, and of the county court judges of the 
district, is in the hands of a Miuister of the Crown who is not 
responsible for the administration of civil jurisdiction generally. 
These distinctions are picturesque, and as far as Lancashire 
business goes are undoubtedly useful, bat they detract from 
uniformity of administration. 


The New R.S.C. 

Some New R. S. C. have been issued, to be known as the R. 5. C. 
(July), 1912, and to come into operation on the 12th of October. 
‘The first makes an addition to Ord, 22, r. 15 (money recovered 
for the account of an infant or person ‘of unsound mind), and 
provides for taxation of costs both as between party and party 
and as between solicitor and client, and for notification of the 
result to the Public Trustee. Rules 2 and 3 provide for: the 
prescribed forms being used in the district registries as well as 
in the central office. Rule 4 adds the day appointed for keep- 
ing the King’s Birthday to tho list of holidays for the offices of 
the Supreme Court; and rule 5 apparently makes the list of 
holidays apply to the offices of district registrars. 
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The Unfinished Session. 

THE Session of Parliament is unfinished, and therefore there 
was no need to make an effort to secure the passing of pending 
legislation before the Houses rose. Probably this is the reason 
why the legislative output for the year is up to the present so 
meagre. But even for an unfinished Session we imagine the 
paucity of measures placed on the Statute Book by August is un- 
precedented. There are—the Coal Mines (Minimum Wage) Act, 
which was passed to meet a special emergency ; the Shop Hours 
Act, 1912, which came into force on 1st of May, and, we are glad 
to note, has emptied large parts of London on Saturday after- 
noon; a Metropolitan Police Act ; a Seal Fisheries Protection 
Act ; and the Army Annual, and Appropriation and Finance Acts. 
Apparently these constitute all the statutes of the year so far, 
and the autumn Session will be so full of contentious measures 
that any progress with ordinary legislation is unlikely. 


The Late Sir Alfred Wills. 

THe peata of Sir ALFRED WILLS has removed the Jast sur 
vivor of that great band of judges who made the English High 
Court bench in the eighties one of the most distinguished body 
of men in the world. Jessen, FirzJAMES STEPHEN, CAIRNS, 
SELBORNE, Bowen, CoLertpGe, HANNEN, HAWKUNS, FIELD, and 
DAY are perhaps the best known of that group ; and it would be 
difficult to name any period of English history in which an equal 
number of men whose personal characteristics were individual 
and remarkable were colleagues in the administration of justice. 
The least famous and the least brilliant of these mer, WILLS 
was, perhaps, more generally popular with the bar than any of 
them; he was, indeed, the most genial and courteous of 
judges, although never forgetful of the high dignity of his 
office. He was not exactly a great judge; he had neither 
the commanding personality nor the profound legal insight 
which mark the two alternative types of judicial 
eminence. But he was a good lawyer, an impartial president 
over any tribunal, civil or criminal, and one of the most 
conscientious of men ; brought up in the Unitarian faith, he had 
to the full those high moral and intellectual ideals for which 
some of the members of that denomination have been eminent. 
And if he had not the profundity and subtlety of a JESSEL in 
the application of first principles to novel cases, or the encyclo- 
pedis technical knowledge of such amanas FizJAMEs STEPHEN, 
yet he had a sound grasp of what WALTER BAGEHoT, in one of 
his literary studies, has called the “middle” principles of his 
science ; heknew thoroughly the leading rules which govern the law 
of torts, contracts, and crime, and he could apply them efficiently 
to any ordinary case which came before them. The result is 
that, while, with the exception perhaps of Sfeeds v. Steeds (22 Q.B.D. 
537) on the prevalence of equity—he left no judgments to be 
quoted as the /oci classici of the law on the subject which they 
illuminate, his actual decisions on troublesome new points were 
singularly accurate, and less frequently reversed on appeal than 
those of some greater judges. 


Land Taxation and Negative Values, 


WE PRINT elsewhere from the 7imes the debate which took 
place recently in the House of Commons on the admission of 
negative values as a basis of land taxation. At p. 469, ante, will 
be found a report of the Scotch case in which the Court of 
Session overruled the contention of the Inland Revenue Com- 
missioners that the original site value might be a negative 
amount, and at p. 478, an/e, we discussed the matter and pointed 
out the curious results which would follow if valuation pro- 
ceeded on a purely mathematical and not on a practical basis. 
Mr. CASSEL proposed an amendment to the Finance Bill, which 
would have settled the matter and cut out negative values; 
but the Scotch case is, it seems, on its way to the House 
of Lords, and the Chancellor of the Exchequer made this a 
reason for postponing interference. Weare not sorry that the 
question should be left in this way, since some interesting judg- 
ments in the House of Lords may be expected ; but on practical 
grounds the Legislature might very well have made it clear that 
taxation on the basi: of negative values cannot be admitted as a 
practical propo ition, The whole scheme of land valuation will 














require reconsideration, quite apart from the 
of this method of taxation. a 


The New County Court Rules. 

WE COMMENCE to print elsewhere a set of new County Court 
Rules and Forms which have been issued, and which will come 
into operation on the 30th of September. Some of them merely 
make verbal changes in the rules; for instance, those which 
substitute references to new statutes, such as the Compan‘es 
(Consolidation) Act, 1908, for the previous statutes. Rules 6 
and 9 require that, in suing a married woman, the particulars 
shall state whether she is sued in contract or in tort, so that 
judgment may be entered in proper form. Rule 20 makes 
provision as to the time within which money payable wnd-r 
special judgments, as distinct from ordinary judgments fir the 
recovery of money, is to be paid ; this is done by means of an 
addition to Ord. 23, r. 4, requiring such money to ba paid fcr t- 
witb, unless otherwise ordered. Several of the rules make new 
provision for cases where process of one court is sent to another 
court for the purpose of further steps being taken, including 
the hearing in county courts of judgment summonses on judg- 
ments of the High Court. Altogether a large number of changes 
in matters of detail are made. 


The New Workmen’s Compensation Rules. 


WE ALSO print elsewhere a set of rules which have been made 
under the Workmen's Compensation Act, 1906. Rule 1 extends 
the existing provisions under which infant workpeople ave 
treated as of full age ; for instance, for the purpose of suing for 
wages under the County Courts Act, 1880, s. 26 ; and empowers 
the judge to direct that infants may make applications for the 
review of weekly payments and otherwise without a next friend. 
Rule 2 deals with the question of the giving of security for costs 
by dependants. Some registrars have held that dependants in 
Scotland and Ireland applying for compensation must give security 
in accordance with the county court rules; the explanatory 
memorandum issued with the new rules states that a county court 
judge has recently given a considered judgment that security 
cannot be required, and rule 2 gives effect to this decision. 
Under the National Insurance Act, 1911, s. 11 (i) (¢), provision 
is made as to agreements for compensation and for redemption of 
weekly payments for a lump sum, corresponding to paragraph 9 
of the Second Schedule to the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 
1906, and the third of the new rules alters r. 49 of the existing 
Workmen’s Compensation Rules, as to the recording of 
memoranda of agreements, so as to extend it to this case. Rule 4 
provides for the allowance of costs for work done for which no 
provision ‘is now made. It applies the principle of County Court 
Rules, Ord. 22a, r. 27 (4), and enables the registrar to allow 
reasonable costs subject to review by the judge. 


The Panama Canal. 


THE PROVISIONS to be made by the United States as to the 
use of the Panama Canalare likely to be the subject of prolonged 
discussion, and it is important, therefore, to know the exact 
terms of the HAy-PAUNCEFOTE Treaty. This was signed in 
November, 1901, in view of the construction of the present 
eanal, and superseded the CLAYTON-BULWER treaty of 1850, which 
was meant to provide for the management and neutralization of 
the canal then projected. By the second article it was agrecd 
that the canal should be constructed under the auspices of tho 
Governmert of the United States, ard that ttat Government 
should enjoy all rights incident to such construction, as well as the 
exclusive right of providing for the regulation and management of 
the canal. By the third article the United States adopted certain 
rules as the basis of the neutralization of the canal. It was to 
be free and open to vessels of commerce and war of all nations 
observing the rules, on terms of “entire equality, so that there 
shall be no discrimination against any such nation, or its citizens 
or subjects, in respect of the conditions or charges of traffic or 
otherwise. Such conditions and charges of traffic shall be just 
and equitable.” It is further provided that the canal shall 
never be blockaded, and that no right of war shall be exercised, 
nor any act of hostility committed within’ it. But the United 
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States are to be at liberty to maintain such military polico as 
may ba necessary to protect the canal against lawlessness and 
disorder ; and there are further provisions for neutralization. 


Coasting Trade. 

Ir IS unnecessary at present to discuss with any care the 
exact effect of these provisions. Opinion upon them appears to 
be divided in the United States. Prim facie the stipulation 
that there shall be “entire equality ” forbids any system under 
which particular classes of vessels of the United States shall be 
exempted from toll. The proposal adopted by the Senate is that 
this exemption sball be allowed wholly or partially to vessels en- 
gaged in coasting trade, and to vessels which the owners are pre- 
pared to hold atthe service of the United States Government in 
case of emergency. The phrase “coasting trade” itself raises a 
question as to which there has been discussion in recent times. 
Strictly, it means the passage of vessels along the coast from 
one point to another—technically “ cabotage ”—-and in Great 
Britain it is easy to see the applicability of the term. But it has 
been extended to voyages from one port of a geographical and 
political unit to another—e.g., from a port on the west coast of 
France to a Mediterranean port—although not strictly coasting ; 
and the claim of the United States to treat voyages from the 
Philippine Islands to the United States as coasting voyages has 
led to the question whether the term is to extend to colonial 
trade generally: see on this Dr. OPPENHEIM in 24 L. Q. R. 
328 ; and as to the right of states to exclude foreigners from 
coasting trade in its original sense of littoral voyages, the same 
writer’s International Law, Vol. I., pp. 252, 606, These questions 
may be brought into prominence by the opening of the Panama 
Canal ; and should diplomatic discussion of them fail, they may, 
though as to tbis also opinion in America is divided, afford 
interesting work for the International Court at the Hague. 


Unsightly Advertisements. 

Ir Is five years since the Legislature empowered local authori- 
ties to make bye-laws for restricting the use of the countryside 
for advertisements, but we do not remember that advantage has 
yet been taken of it. The Advertisements Regulation Act, 1907, 
provides that any local authority may make bye-laws “for 
regulating, restricting, or preventing the exbibition of advertise- 
ments in such places and in such manner, or by such means, as 
to affect injuriously the amenities of a public park or pleasure 
promenade, or to disfigure the natural beauty of a landscape.” 
The bye-law requires to be confirmed by the Home Secretary, 
who, before confirming it, must consider any objections by 
persons affected by it. The Kent County Council have now, on 
the representation of the local authorities of various districts, 
adopted a bye-law for the who'e of Kent, except municipal 
boroughs and urban districts with a population of more than 
10,000, prohibiting advertisements visible from public highways 
or footways or any open land or water, and so placed as to dis- 
figure the natural beauty of the landscape. It is satisfactory to 
find local authorities moving in the matter. 








The Recent Judicial Changes. 


TE retirement of Lord Rogson, whose continued ill-health, we 
regret to hear, has compelled him to take this step, has led toa 
series of judicial changes which are interesting and not altogether 
expected. Lord Justice FLETCHER MOULTON has been promoted 
to a seat in tho House of Lords ; Mr. Justice HAMILTON, after a 
three years’ apprenticeship as a King’s Bench Justice, is elevated 
to the vacant place in the Court of Appeal ; and Mr. Row arr is 
given judicial rank after some half dozen years of service as 
junior counsel to the Treasury on the common law side. Every 
one of the three is entitled, by his attainments, reputation, and 
record, to the dignity which has come to him, but nevertheless, 
the appointments are somewhat of a surprise. Lord Justice 
FLeTcHER MOULTON bas unquestionably proved bimself the 
possessor of an admirably clear and subtle legal mind, and has 
astonished the whole profession by the way in which, after 
years spent in doing little except patent work—which 


requires knowledge of applied scicnce rather than of law—he 
has picked up during his tenure of the bench a _ grasp 
of legal and equitable principles which many persons well 
qualified to form an opinion consider to be both broader 
and deeper than that of any one of his colleagues. Mr. Justice 
HAMILTON isa first-rate commercial lawyer, and has a singularly 
+ equable and impartial mind ; he had also a great practice at the 
bar. Mr. RowLatt, unlike some of his predecessors in the 
office of Attorney-General’s devil, was a fashionable junior at 
the common law bar, and received quite as many private as 
public retainers. While, however, the personnel of the new 
appointments is excellent and commands general approval, 
it cannot be said that there was anything “ inevitable ” about the 
choice which Lord HALDANE has made ; he might equally well 
have selected a quite different trio. In this article we propose 
to comment briefly on some weak placesin the present composi- 
tion of the legal House of Lords, the Court of Appeal, and the 
King’s Bench Division; we will attempt a'so, though with 
diffidence, to suggest the principles which should guide tho 
discretion of a Chancellor bent on getting the strongest avail- 
able talent for each of those courts. 

Now there are certain signs and tokens by which one can 
tell at once whether or not the final Court of Appeal for the 
impire is the best possible court which the judicial resources of 
the day can furnish. If it is, then its decisions ought to com- 
mand far greater confidence than those of any judge or court 
whose jurisdiction is merely subordinate. Again, its decisions 
should not merely get rid of appeals by deciding them; they 
should illuminate the law by elucidating general principles, and 
helping to clear up the vexed problems of the moment. Indivi- 
dual judgments, too, should be weighty and authoritative ; there 
should appear, from time to time, some luminous decision by some 
profound legal mind which will put an end to existing confusion 
of thought on the point to which it relates and become a Jocus 
classicus for future jurists. Fifteen or twenty years ago, in 
the great days of WATSON, HERSCHELL and Davey, every one of 
those conditions was abundantly satisfied by the legal House of 
Lords ; but no flatterer would dream of saying so to-day. Not 
only does the opinion of the Court of Appeal command more con- 
fidence at the bar than that of its masters above, but in certain 
branches of law even single first instance judges—for example, 
Mr. Justice PARKER on a point of equity—are felt to give ua 
profounder law. Again, principles as such do not get laid down 
at all consecutively or broadly by our law-lords of to-day. A 
striking instance of this is the series of trade-union cases prior to 
1906, and the important decisions under the Trade Disputes 
Act of that year. In the prior group of common law cases and 
also in the later group of sfatutory cases, everyone feels that the 
actual decisions are hand-to-mouth ; an earlier case gives no real 
assistance in arguing a later. The law of negligence and 
nearly all branches of equity are likewise examples of matters in 
which it must be said that the House has merely made pre- 
cedents which have to be obeyed ; it has not convinced critics or 
laid down abiding rules, 

What is the cause of this admitted weakness? Is it an 
accident or is it due to a mistaken method of filling up vacancies ? 
We believe it is the latter. The modern tendency is to fill tho 
House of Lords with law-officers, English, Scottish, and Irish, 
quite irrespective of their attainments in law. Now law-officers 
often enough are able politicians and good second-rate advocates 
before a jury, but very mediocre lawyers. A scholarly knowledge 
of law does not assist anyone to success in the House of Commons, 
although, indeed, it is more often found in our Attorney-Genera!s 
and Solicitor-Generals than might « priori be expected. When a 
law-oflicer is not available, usually a judge with political rather 
than legal claims is given a vacancy in the House of Lords. 
Now, it was quite otherwise a generation ago. Lord BowkNn 
was promoted from puisne rank to a Lord Justiceship and 
thence to the bighest court. Lord MACNAGHTEN, the last of a 
famous generation of law-lords, who is happily still with us, was 
a distinguished equity practitioner, not a politician. In a still 
earlier age, Lord BLACKBURN fought his way from a reportership 
right up through the lower courts to a seat in the highest 
tribunal. The moral would seem to be that the House of 
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Lords should no longer be a preserve for successful lawyer- 
politicians ; the ablest judges in the Court of Appeal or even 
the High Court should find a way there whenever their 
weight with the profession has won them a title to it. 


Now, the Court of Appeal, as at present constituted, 
approaches much more nearly to the ideal of what such a court 
ought to be. Every one of its six ordinary members is an able 
lawyer, and one or two are brilliant and eminent wen. But one 
criticism requires to be made. It is somewhat too technical and 
subtle a court ; for some reason or other its decisions seem to 
lack breadth. They are always scholarly, and occasionally pro- 
found ; but they do not always commend themselves to prac- 
titioners as practical or well based. Consistency, too, is somewhat 
lacking ; this is notoriously so in cases decided under the Work- 
men’s Compensation Acts. And the court is not strong in real 
property law-the test of a masculine judicial mind. This is due, we 
think, to the fact that the more academic minds in the Chancery 
Division and the King’s Bench Division get a certain preference 
when a puisne judge is promoted ; there 1s a general feeling that 
the court should consist of experts and scholarly lawyers; the 
result is that robuster minds are not usually permitted to enter 
its preserves. If one half of our present Lord Justices were 
transferred to the House of Lords, and some of the successful 
men of the world who sit there were sent down below, the result 
would be an improvement in the form of both courts. But, on the 
whole, the Court of Appeal, in its present composition, is a very 
good court indeed, so that criticism is a little invidious and 
ungrateful. 

While the Chancery Division always has been almost every- 
thing that one could wish, the judges of the King’s Bench are 
open to some little criticism. ‘Two things should be borne in 
mind by anyone who wishes to appraise justly the composition 
of the common law courts, In the first place, a judge of the 
King’s Bench is, first and foremost, a circuit judge ; every judge 
goes circuit—therefore every judge should have some experience 
of juries and of criminal work, Next, he is a judge of the 
Divisional Court, sinee in that court every judge must sit not 
infrequently ; and there questions of local government, regis- 
tration law, and revenue law, as well as common law and equity, 
are the order of the day. The county courts already decide in- 
numerable questions in equity and real property ; they will decide 
even more in the future. It is to the Divisional Court that there 
lies an appeal from these tribunals, and since small cases seldom 
go any higher, many points of equity and real property decided 
there become precedents which are followed all over the country. 
A wide general knowledge is, therefore, a desideratum, if not 
an cssential, in the Divisional Court. Unfortunately, however, 
the present tendency is to fill the court with able, excellent and 
learned barristers who have every qualification except the two 
most important ones-- namely, experience of criminal law and of 
Divisional Court practice. Our best known advocates are usually 
especial jury men or practitioners in the Commercial Court ; the 
result is that commercial law and special jury experience are 
represented on the bench to the exclusion of wider and more 
variel practice 

‘Iwo remedies suggest themselves—one is to promote successful 
Divisional Court practitioners more frequently than has hitherto 
heon the case; the other is to elevate to the High Court some of 
our most successful county court judges. There are many of 
these judges who are quite up to the High Court standard, and 
who possess in addition a varied experience of common law 
and equity as a whole which scarcely any other judge can 
acquire. Out of a number of names, one might mention Judge 
HowLanp Roperts, Judge Wooprat, Commissioner LUMLEY 
SmitH, and the Common Serjeant of London (not technically a 
county court judge, it is true) as men whose elevation would b2 
approved by the whole common law bar. It is the practice 
in Seotland, as is well known, to promote the leading Sheriff- 
principals to the benen after a certain number of years ; indeed, 
the Sheriff of Perth bas a prescriptive right to a judgeship which 
resembles the similar English custom in the case of the junior 
counsel to the Treasury. We believe that the promotion of one 
or two veterans, whose services in the thankless work of the 
county court have been exceptionally meritorious, would have a 





twofold good effect: it would increase the practical efficiency of 
the High Court, and would stimulate the zeal of our lesser 
judiciary, 








Reviews. 
The Land Taxes. 


Tue New Lanp Taxes AND Minerat Rieuts Duty. Tue Lanp 
Unton’s Hanpspook ON PROVISIONAL VALUATIONS: BEING 
GenERAL ADVICE TO OWNERS OF LAND AND House PROPERTY IN 
DEALING WITH VALUATIONS UNDER THE FINANCE (1909-10) Act, 
1910, As AMENDED BY THE REVENUE Act, 1911. WitH Statutes 
AND Forms. Vacher & Sons (Limited). 


From the title page this book might seem to have a political object ; 
but if so this does not detract from its utility as a practical exponent 
of the scheme of land valuation established under the Finance Act, 
1910. “ Into the merits or demerits of this Act,” so runs the Intro- 
duction, “it is not intended in this Handbook to enter, except 
incidentally, where the subject requires it. The chief desire is to 
set down, in language as simple as possible, the principal points of 
a most complicated piece of legislation.” As far as we have observed 
this object has been carried out, and the book is at once clearly 
written and practical. The first half ¢ontains an explanation of the 
provisions of the Act in relation to valuation and the various new 
duties, and this will be serviceable mainly, ‘perhaps, to the non- 
professional reader ; but on the details of valuation the lawyer will 
find useful guidance—especially in Chapter XILL, containing hints 
on checking valuations, with specimens of provisional valuations ; 
and also in the statement at the end of the book of points in valua- 
tion which have already arisen, and are at issue between owners and 
the Inland Revenue Commissioners, and in the notes of cases which 
have been decided. The text of the Act and the rules and formy 
under it are also given. Apart from any question of the taxes 
themselves, the Land Union have performed a useful work in issuing 


the book. 





Statutes, 


Cnirry’s StatutTes oF Practican Uttmity. ARRANGED IN 
ALPHABETICAL AND CHRONOLOGICAL OrpER. Witn Notes aNnp 
InpExEs. ‘THE SixtH Epition. By W. H. Aces, M.A., LL.M., 
Barrister-at-Law. Vol. “Copyricut” to “ Customs.” 
Vor. VIII. “ Locat GoverNnMENT” To “ METROPOLIS.” 

The third volume of this useful re-issue has been delayed in 
order to enable two Acts of last session to be included—the Copy- 
right Act, 1911, and the Perjury Act, 1911. The delay has been 
essential for the utility of the heading “‘ Copyright,” and instead of 
the long list of statutes which, till last year, made up the statute 
law on the subject, this is now practically all contained, with 
important changes, in the statute of last year. The Copyright Act, 
1775, is included in the volume, for, though repealed, its provisions in 
favour of the universities and colleges therein mentioned are kept 
alive by séction 33 of the recent Act ; and, in addition, a few minor 
statutes have been preserved. ‘The title opens with a useful note 
on the law of copyright, and on the events which led to its amend- 
ment and consolidation. Other titles included in the volume are 
Coroner, Costs, County Court, Criminal Law, Crown, Crown Office, 
and Customs. The title Criminal Law occupies the greater part cf 
the volume. It has been arranged under various sub-headings, but 
a chronological index to all the statutes comprised in the title has 
been placed at the commencement. This is a subject which lends 
itself to codification, but the scheme for general codification of the 
criminal law has, according to the editor's note, been in abeyance 
since 1880. — The title “Crown Office” contains the Crown Office 
Rules, 1906. ‘ 

The eighth volume continues the natural course of the series, and 
includes, amongst others, the titles Local Government, London, 
Lunatic, Marriages, Married Women’s Property, Master and Servant, 
and Metropolis. Many of the statutes relating to London are local 
Acts, but these, including the London Building Act, 1894, have been 
printed, and the not2s appear to contain full references to the 
authorities, including the recent case of Minturn v. Barry (1911, 2 
K. B. 265) on defective party structures. The title Lunatics includes, 
in addition to the statutes, the Rules of the Commissioners in 
Lunacy, 1895, and the Lunacy Rules, 1892 and 1893. Under 
Master and Servant are included the Workmen’s Compensation 
Act, 1906,and recent labour statutes, such as. the Labour Exchange 
Act, 1909, and the Trade Boards Act, 1909. 
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New Orders, &c. 


Rules of the Supreme Court (July), 1912. 
Orver XXII, Rute 15. 


1, Order XXII., Rule 15 shall be read as if there were added at 
the end of the Rule— 

“The plaintifi’s costs in any such cause or matter or incident to 
the claims therein or consequent thereon shall be taxed by the 
Taxing Master, or if such cause or matter is proceeding ina District 
Registry by the District Registrar as between party and party and 
as between solicitor and client, and the Taxing Master or District 
Registrar shal! certify the respective amounts thereof and the differ- 
ence if any: No costs other than those so certified shall be payable 
to the plaintiff's solicitor. 

“The result of any such taxation shall be notified to the Publie 
Trustee by the Taxing Mastcr or District Registrar.” 


Orver LXI., Rute 32. 


2. Order LXI., Rule 32 shall read as if after the words “ Central 
Ottice ” the words “and the District Registries respectively ” were 
inserted, 

Orver LXI., Rute 33. 


3. Order LXI., Rule 33 is hereby annulled, and the following Rule 
shall stand in lieu thereof :— 

The Masters may from time to time prescribe the use, in or for 
the purpose of the Central Office, and subject to the approval of the 
Lord Chancellor in or for the purposes of the District Registries, of 
such modified or additional forms as may be deemed expedient. 
Such modified or additional forms shall, when approved by the Lord 
Chancellor, be forthwith transmitted to each District Registrar and 
shall be the forms to be used in and for the purposes of the District 
Registry, 

Orver LXIIL, Ruxe 6. 


4. Order LXTIL, Rule 6 shall be read as if there were added at 
the end of the Rule “and the day appointed to be kept as the King’s 
birthday.” 

Orper LXIII, Rute 7. 


5. Order LXIII., Rule 7 shall be read as if at the beginning of 
na Rule were inserted the words “Subject to the last preceding 
tule.” 

6. These Rules, which shall come into operation on the 12th of 
October, 1912, shall be cited as the Rules of the Supreme Court 
(July), 1912, and each Rule may be cited separately according to 
the heading thereof with reference to the Rules of the Supreme 
Court, 1883. 





The County Court Rules, 1912. 


These Rules may be cited as the County Court Rules, 1912, or 
each Rule may be cited as if it had been one of the County Court 
Rules, 1903, and had been numbered therein by the number of the 
Order and Rule prefixed to such Rule. 

An Order and Rule referred to by number in these Rules means 
the Order and Rule so numbered in the County Court Rules, 1903, 
or in any County Court Rules of subsequent date, as the case may 
be. ; 

These Rules shall be read and construed as if they were con 
tained in the County Court Rules, 1903. The forms in the a ppen- 
dix shall be used as if they were contained in the Appendix to 
the County Court Rules, 1903, and when it is so expressed shall be 
used. instead of the corresponding forms potaindd in such last- 
mentioned Appendix, or in the Appendix to any County Court 
jiules of subsequent date, as the case may be. 
Where any lule or form hereby annulled is referred to in any of 
the County Court Rules, 1903, or any County Court Rules of 
subsequent date, or in the Appendix to any of those Rules, the 
reference to such Rule or form shall be construed as refering to 
the Rule or form hereby prescribed to be used in lieu thereof. 


Orver II. 
OFFICERS. 
Registrar. 

1. Ord-y If, Rule 10a.—The words “The registrar shall allow 
searches to be made,” in Order II., Rule 10, are hereby annulled, 
and the following words shall stand in lieu thereof, viz. :— 

“The registrar shall on every day on which the office is open 
allow such searches to be made as may be necessary before entering 
up judgment on a default summons, and shall allow other searches 
to be made,” 





2. Order 11, Rule 26a.—The words “the Companies (Consoli- 
dation) Act, 1908,” shall be substituted for the words “ the Companies 
Acts, 1862 to 1900,” in Order IL., Rule 26, paragraph 1, and in. the 
titles to forms 32 and 33 in the Appendix. 


Orpver V. 
CoMMENCEMENT OF ACTION, 

3. Ord V., Rule 5a.—The words “ the Companies (Consolidation) 
Act, 1908,” shall be substituted for the words “ the Companies Acts, 
1862 to 1900,” in Order V., Rule 5. 

4, Order V., Rule 13 (12). — Order V., Rule 13, paragraph 12 
(Rule 4 of the County Court Rules, 1911), is hereby annulled, and 
the following paragraph sball stand in lieu thereof, viz. : 

(12.) Subject to paragraph 9 of this rule, no leave shall be 
granted under this a - unless the occupation or description of the 
proposed defendant is fully set out in the affidavit filed for the 
issue of the summons. 

5. Order V., Rule 15.—Order V., Rules 15 and 15a (Rule 5 of the 
County Court Rules, 1911), are hereby annuiled,. and the following 
rule shall stand in lieu thereof, viz :— 

15. Where pursuant to the proviso in section eighty-six of the 
Act the leave of the Judge or registrar is required for the issue 
of a default summons, no such leave shall be given unless the 
occupation and description of the proposed defendant is fully set 
out m the affidavit filed for the issue of the summons ; and no 
such leave shall be given in cases where in the affidavit it appears 
that the proposed defendant is a domestic or menial servant, a 
labourer, a servant in husbandry, a journeyman, an artificer, a 
handicrafteman, a miner, or any person engaged in manual 
labour, 


Orper VI. 
PARTICULARS AND STATEMENT OF CLAIM. 

6. Order VI., Rule 1b.—~The following paragraph shall be added 
to Order VL., Rule 1, viz. :— 

Where a claim is made against a married woman or a widow, 
the particulars shall state whether the claim is in respect of a 
contract or tort before coverture or during coverture, or (in the 
case of a widow) in respect of a contract or tort since the deter- 
mination of the coverture. 

Orver VII. 
Praist Note anp Summons, SERVICE, 
Ordinary Summons and S-rvice. 

7. Order VII. Rule 26a.—The words “ the Companies (Consoli- 
dation) Act, 1908,” shall be substituted for the words “ the 
Companies Acts, 1862 to 1900,” in Order VIL, Rule 26, paragraph 
2 (d); and section one hundred aud sixteen of the Companies 
(Consolidation) Act, 1908, set forth in the Appendix, shall be 
substituted for the sections of the Companies Act, 1862, set forth 
in Part ILI. of the Appendix. 

8. Order VIT., Rule 29b.—Order VIL, Rule 29a, paragraph 1, is 
hereby annulled, and the ffllowing paragraph shall stand in lieu 
thereof, viz. : 

(1) A successive summons may, by leave of the Court, and, 
subject to the provisions of this rule, be served— ; 

(a.) By the plaintiff, or some clerk or servant in his 
permanent and exclusive employ ; or. ; 

(4.) By the plaintiff's solicitor, or ‘a solicitor acting as agent 
for such solicitor, or some person in the employ of either 
of them, or some person employed by either of them to 
serve the summons, who might be so employed to serve 
a writ in an action in the High Court. 

9. Order VII., Rule 34b.—The following paragraph shall bs 
added to Order VIL., Rule 34a, viz. :— 

Where a defendant is a married woman or a widow, the precip» 
shall state that fact, and shall state whether judgment is to be 
entered against her in respect of a contract before coverture or during 
coverture, or (in the case of a widow) in respect of a coatract since 
the determination of the coverture, according to the form in the 
Appendix. 

Oxrper IX, 
DiscoNTINUANCE, ConFrEession, ADMISSION, AND PAYMENT INTO 
OR OUT oF CouRT. 

10. Order 1X., Rule 12 (1a).—Form 75 is hereby annulled, and the 
form in the Appendix shall stand in lieu thereof, : 

ll. Order Lk. Rule 13 (1a).—F orm 76 is hereby annulled, and the 
form in the Appendix shall stand in lieu thereof, 

12. Order LX., Rule 24a.—The following paragraph shall Le added 
to Order IX., Rule 24, viz. :— ; , 

This rule shall not apply to any case in which an infant sues as if 
he were of full age for money due to him for wages or piece weik, of 
for work as 4 servant, pursuant to section ninety-six of the Act, 
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Orper XI. 
CLam to Contripution or INDEMNITY 

13. Order XI, Rule 1 (1).—Order ¥.1., Rule 1, paragraph 1, is 
hereby annulled, and the following paragraph shall stand in lieu 
thereof, viz. : 

(1.) Where a defendant claims to be entitled to contribution or 
indemnity against any person not a party to the action, he shall, five 
clear days at least before the return day, file in duplicate a notice of 
his claim, according to the form in the Appendix, and the registrar 
shall seal such notices and deliver one of them to the defendant, who 
shal! forthwith serve the same, together with a copy of the summons 
on the plaint and of the particulars annexed thereto, on the person 
against whom such claim is made, according to the rules relating to 
the service of default summonses. 


Orper XII. 
INTERLOCUTORY AND INTERIM ORDERS AND PROCEEDINGS. 
14. Order XIL., Rule 9 (2).—The words “two clear days” shall be 
substituted for the words “two days” in Form 90, 
Orver XVI. 
DiscovVERY AND INSPECTION. 
15. Order XVI, Rule 2 (2).—Form 1024 is hereby annulled, and 
the form in the Appendix shall stand in lieu thereof. 
16. Order XVI, Rule 10 (2).—Form 106a is hereby annulled, 
and the form in the Appendix shall stand in lieu thereof. 


Orper XXII, 
TRIAL. 

17. Order XXII, Rule 1 (2, 3).—The following paragraph shal 
he alded to-Order XXIL, Rule 1a, viz. :— 

(2.) Form 144 is hereby annulled, and summonses to intended 
jurors shall be according to the form in the Appendix. 

(3.) Forms 145 and 146 are hereby annulled, and orders fining 
jarors for non-attendance, and warrants of execution against the 
goods of jurors so fined, shall be according to the forms in the 
Appendix. 

18. Order XXIT., Rule 5 (4).—The following paragraph shall be 
added to Order XXIT., Rule 5, viz. :— 


(4.) The notices to jurors required by paragraph 1 of this Rule shall 


be according to the forms in the Appendix. 

19. Order XXIT., Rule 5a.—(1.) Where on the trial of an action 
or matter a jury has been impanelled, and the hearing is adjourned, 
the registrar shall, unless the adjournment is to the next day, or to 
the next day but one, forthwith give or send by post to the jurors 
impanelled notice of the adjournment, and of the day on which their 
further attendance will be required, according to the form inthe 
Appendix. 

(2.) Where a jury has been summoned, but the action or matter 
is adjourned on the return day before a jury has been impanelled, 
the registrar shall, unless the judge orders the persons summoned 
as jurors to be discharged, and a fresh jury to be summoned, forth- 
with give orsend by post to the persons summoned as jurors notice 
of the adjournment, and of the day on which their attendance will 
be required, according to the form in the Appendix, 

Orver XXIII. 
JUDGMENTS AND ORDERS. 

20. Order XXIII, Rule 4a.—The following paragraph shall be 
alded to Order XXIILL., Rule 4, viz. :— 

Such special judgments or orders as in this Rule mentioned 
shall not be subject to the provisions of Rule 11 of this Order : 
and any money payable in respect of costs or otherwise under 
any such special judgment or order shall, unless otherwise 
ordered, be payable forthwith. 


(2.) Where more persons than one are liable under the judg- 
ment or order, the office copy may be filed with the registrar of 
the Court of the district in which any of such persons resides or 
carries on business or is employed ; but a judgment summons shall not 
be issued in that Court against a person who does not reside or 
carry on business or who is not employed in the district, unless 
the leave of the judge is obtained in accordance with Rule 26 of 
this Order, or the proviso to that rule is complied with. 

23. Order XXV., Rule 33a.—The words “by a bailiff,’ where 
they first occur in Order XXV., Rule 33, are hereby annulled. 

24. Order XXV., Rule 40 (2a).—The following paragraph shall 
be added to Order XXV., Rule 40, paragraph 2, viz. :— 

In any such case the certified copy of the judgment or order filed 
in the Court pursuant to Rule 29 of this Order shall, for the pur- 
poses of that rule and for all other purposes, be deemed to be a 
judgment or order of the Court in which the judgment summons 
is heard; and if the judgment creditor subsequently desires to 
apply for a judgment summons to another Court pursuant to the 
last-mentioned rule, he shall obtain from the registrar of the 
Court in which the order of commitment or new order was made a 
copy, certified by the registrar to be a correct copy, of the certified 
| copy of the judgment or order filed in that Court pursuant to the 
last-mentioned rule, and a certified copy of the order made on the 
hearing of the judgment summons, containing the particulars 
required by the said rule, according to the form in the Appendix, 
and shall file the same with his application. 

25. Order XXV., Kule 40a.—Where a judgment summons is heard 
in a County Court on a judgment or order of any competent Court 
other than a County Court, a memorandum of the result of such 
hearing shall be sent by the registrar to the registrar or other 
proper officer of the Court in which the judgment or order was 
obtained. 

If on such hearing an order of commitment or an order 
altering the terms of the jadgment or order is made, then until 
such order is discharged a!l payments, whether under the order 
of commitment or under the new order, shall be made ‘into, and 
‘execution or other process for enforcing either the order of com- 
mitment or the new order may be issued by, the Court making 
| the order of commitment or the new order. In any such case the 
office copy of the judgment or order filed in the Court pursuant 
't> Rule 30 of this Order shall te deemed to be a judgment or 
| order of the Court in which the judgment summons is heard ; and 





| if the judgment creditor subsequently desires to apply for a judg- 
ment summons to another Court pursuant to Rule 29 of this Order, 
he shall obtain from the registrar of the Court in which the order 
of commitment or new order was made a copy, certified by the 
registrar to be a correct copy, of the office copy of the judgment 
or order filed in that Court pursuant to Rule 30 of this Order, and 
a certified copy of the order made on the hearing of the judgment 
summons, containing the particulars required by Rule 29 of this 
Order, according to the form in the Appendix, and shall file the 
same with his application. ‘ 

26. Order XXV., Rule 46b—The words in Order XXV., Rule 
16, paragraph 4 (numbered Rule 46a in the County Court Rules, 
1906), from “but the judge” to “ceased to be in force,” are hereby 
annulled? and the following words shail stand in lieu thereof, 
viz. :— 

“but the judge may at any time before or after the expiration 





of such year extend the time within which the order may be 
executed for any time not exceeding one year from the date at 
which it would otherwise have ceased to be in force, and so on 
from time to time before or after the expiration of the last period 
of extension.” 
Orxper XXXVI. 
ATTACHMENT OF DEBTS. 

27, Ord + XXVI., Rule 1a.-—Paragraph 4 of Form 198 in the 

Appendix is hereby annulled, and the paragraph in the Appendix 





21. Order XXI11., Rule 12a.—Where under any judgment or 
order any money is payable within fourteen days from the date of the | 
judgment or order, or in the case of costs within fourteen days after | 

. . . . . . . .. | 
taxation, the judge may in his discretion at any time before the | 
expiration of such period of fourteen days, for good cause shewn on 
application made on oath or affidavit in accordance with the rules | 
as to interlocutory applications, make an order for payment at an 
earlier date. Any order so made shall be served in accordance with 
Rule 7 of this Order; and if the order was made er parte, any 
party affected thereby may within two days after service thereof 
apply to set it aside, 

Orper XXY. 
ENFORCEMENT OF JUDGMENTS AND Orpers. 
Judgment Summons. 

22. Order XXV., Rule 30 (2).—The following paragraph shall be 

added to Order XXV., Rule 30, viz. :— 





shall stand in lieu thereof. 
Orpder XXVIII. 
TRANSMISSION OF PROCEEDS OF WARRANTS FROM FOREIGN 
DistRICcTs. 

98, Order XXVIII, Rule 1a.—The words “under the hand of 
the high bailitf and seal of the Court” shall be substituted for the 
words “signed by the high’ bailiff with his own hand and sealed 
with the seal of the Court,” in Order XXVIII, Rule 1. 


Orver XXXIILI. 
Actions on Matrers RemMirreD FROM OR TRANSFERRED TO THE 
Hicu Court. 

29. Order XX XIII, Rule 3b.—Where the amount claimed on the 
writ exceeds fifty pounds, or where damages are claimed but the 
amount of the claim is not specified, the notice of trial required by 
Rule 1 of this Order shall be given twenty clear days at least before 
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the day appointed for the trial, and the provisions of Order XXI1a., 
Rules 6 to 11, 13, 14, and 16 to 19, as to the tines within which pro- 
c»edings are to be taken, shall apply ; and in the application of those 
rules the day appointed for the trial shall be deemed to be the return 
day. 
30. Order XXXIIT., Rule 3c.—Where a defendant is added or 
substituted in an action or matter remitted or transferred to a 


County Court, except where a defendant is substituted under Rule {| 


4 of Order XIV., an order shall be drawn up: and such order, 
together with a copy of the writ or other proceeding, and of the 
pleadings, affidavits, and other documents filed in the High Court, 
and of the statement and particulars filed in the County Court pur- 
suant to Rule 1 of this Order, and a notice according to the form in 
the Appendix as to the day upon which he is to attend at the Court, 
shall be served on the added or substituted defendant according to 
the rules applicable to the service of default summonses, and the 
proceedings as against such party shall be deemed to have begun 
only on the service of such notice. 


Orper XXXIX. 
ADMIRALTY ACTIONS. 
Bail. Release of Property, 

31. Order XXXIX., Rule 47 (2-6).—Order XXXIX., Rule 47, 
from “ The costs” to the end of the Rule, is hereby annulled, and 
the following paragraphs shall stand in lieu thereof, viz :— 

(2.) Where a precipe for appraisement has been filed, the plaintiff 
shall deposit with the registrar a sum sufficient to cover the fees and 
expenses of the appraisement, such sum to be fixed by the registrar ; 
and thereupon the registrar shall issue a request for appraisement 
according to the form in the Appendix, directed to the high bailitf 
of the county court having jurisdiction in Admiralty within the 
district of which the property to be appraised shall be, and shall 
send the same to the high bailiff. 

(3.) On receipt of the request the high bailiff shall cause an 
inventory and valuation of the property to be made by an apprais2r, 
and shall return the request, with a certificate of appraisement signed 
by the high bailiff and the appraiser, according to the form in the 
Appendix, to the registrar of the court from which the request 
issued ; and the registrar shall file the same with the proceedings in 
the action, and shall give notice to the parties of the certificate having 
been received, and the parties shall be at liberty to inspect and 
demand copies thereof. 

(4.) The appraiser shall be allowed such remuneration and expenses 
as may be — by any Order as to fees made pursuant to 
section one hundred and sixty-five of the Act. 

(5.) The costs of the appraisement shall be in the discretion of the 
Court. 

(6.) If the plaintiff does not require an appraisement, he shall not 
be entitled to dispute at the hearing the value mentioned in the 
affidavit, unless the Judge, in the exercise of his discretion, for good 
cause otherwise orders. 


Execution against Vessel or Property. 

32. Order XXXIX., Rule 65a.—Order XXXIX., Rule 65, from “In 
default ” to the end of the Rule, is hereby annulled. 

33. OrderXXXIX, Rule 88a.—Order XXXIX., Rule 88, shall be 
read as if the following words were inserted therein after the words 
* exceeds that amount,” viz. :— 

“with, in either case, a sum reasonably sufticient to cover the 
travelling expenses of each assessor to attend the Court, the 
amount to be fixed by the registrar ” ; 


Orver XLI, 
THe FrienpLy Socreties Act, &c. 

34. Orda XLI., Rule 12a.—The words “The Companies (Con- 
solidation) Act, 1908,” shall be substituted for the words “the 
Companies Acts, 1862 to 1900,” and the words “under the said 
Companies (Consolidation) Act, 1908,” shall be substituted for the 
words “ under any of the said Companies Acts,” in Order XLL, 
Rule 12. 

Orpver XLIa. 
THe Companies (CONSOLIDATION) Act, 1908. 

35. Order XLIa., Rule 2.—Order XLIa., Rule 1, paragraph 1, shall 
de read as if the words “ by the Court” were inserted therein after 
the words “ winding up of Companies.” 

OrvEr L, 
PROCEDURE UNDER ACTS CONFERRING JURISDICTION ON THE 
Courts. 

36. Order L., Rule 18a.—The words “the Open Spaces Act, 1906,” 
siall be substituted for the words “the Open Spaces Act, 1890,” in 
Order L., Rule 18 and in the title to the said Rule. 





The titles to Order L., Rules 37 to 58, and Rule 37 of the said 
Order, are hereby annulled, and the following titles and rule shall} 
stand in lieu thereof, viz. :— 

“THe Licenstnc (ConsoLipatTion) Act, 1919. THe Licensine 
Rugs, 1910.” 
Procedure where (Questions referred to County Court under the 
Licensing (Consolidation) Act, 1910 (10 Edw. 7 and 1 Geo. 5. 
c. 24), Section 20, Sub-section (3). 

37. Order L., Rule 37a.—Where -any question is referred to the 
County Court under sub-section 3 of section 20 of the Licensing 
(Consolidation) Act, 1910, the following provisions shal! apply. 

38. Order L., Rule 58a.—The words “ the Licensing Rules, 1910,” 
shall be substituted for the words “the Licensing Rules, 1904,” in 
Order L., Rules 39, 41, 57, and 58: and the words “the Licensing 
(Consolidation) Act, 1910,” shall be substituted for the words “the 
Licensing Act, 1904,” in Order L., Rule 41. 

Orver LIII. 
Costs AND ALLOWANCES TO WITNESSES. 

39. Order LITII., Rule 1c.—The following alterations and additions 
shall be made in and to the scales of costs in Part LV. of the Appen- 
dix, viz. :— 

Lower Scale, 

(a.) Item 5 should be read as if the words “or under section 98 of 
the Act and Order IX., Rule 2,” were inserted therein after the words 
* default summons.” 

(4.) The following paragraph shall stand as paragraph 11, viz. :— 

11. For the purposes of this scale a counterclaim shall be deemed 
to be a claim, and the defendant and the plaintiff shall in relation 
thereto be deemed to be plaintiff and defendant respectively : and 
in an interpleader proceeding the claimant and the execution credi- 
tor shall be deemed to be plaintiff and defendant respectively. 

Higher Scal:. 

(c.) The note under the title “Service” is hereby annulled, and 
the following note shall stand in lieu thereof, viz. :— 

Note.—One fee only for service may be entered on the summons ; 
but where two or more parties are sep irately served, the fees for ser- 
vice on each of such parties may be subsequently allowed: but 
where any two or more summonses, orders, interrogatories, notices, 
or demands to be served on the same party have been or could have 
been served together, one fee only for service is to be allowel: and 
where two or more parties have been or could have b2en sarved 
together, one fee only for service is to be allowed 

(d.) Item 18 shall be read as if the words “not reyuired to be 
served personally, including copy ané mileage,” were inserted therein 
after the word “ demand.” 

(e.) Item 21 shall be read as if the words 
claim” were added thereto. 

(f.) Item 26 shall be read as if the words “if given in writing’ 
were added thereto. 

(g.) {tem 62 shall be read as if the words “or under section 98 
of the Act and Order IX., Rule 2” were inserted therein after the 
word “default”: and fees of 6s. 8d. and 103, respectively may be 
allowed in respect of that item under columns B aud C respectively. 

The words in Order XXII, Rule 27, from “and where judg- 
ment” to the end of the Rule, are hereby annulled. 

(h.) The following items shall stand as items 784, 78), 814, and 
8le, viz. :— ° 


“ 


or to oppose counter- 


, 


C. 


£ £ s. 
010 O 0 15 


. Attending court when the 
action is referred. | 


( 0 1lv0 

. The like with counsel en to 

| 015 

. Attending court to enter | ( 0 15 
judgment on the award. 

fo 10 


». The like with counsel = ; 8 ii to 
lois 0 


(i.) Item 82 shail be read as if the words “after trial or hearing ” 
were omitted therefrom. 

(k.) Item 84 shall be read as if the words “any costs other than 
the general costs of the action or matter” were substituted therein 
for the words “any other costs.” 

(2.) Item 90 shall be read as if the words “or to enter judgment 
on an award, or to hear a deferred jadgment” were added thereto, 
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(m.) Item 94 shall be read as if the words “if advice given in 
writing and allowed” were substituted therein fcr the words “if 
allowed , 


40. Order LI1l., Rule 35a.— Order LIII., Rule 35, shall be read 


| (4.) Rule 49 (4a).—The following paragraph shall stand as para- 


graph 4a, viz. :— 
| (4a.) Where the registrar has refused to record a memorandum of 
| agreement by reason of the inadequacy of the amount of compen- 


as if the words “or out of the assets of a company in liquidation” | sation agreed to be paid in the form of a weekly payment or of a 


were inserted therein after the words “(real or personal). 


Orver LIV. 
GENERAL PRoOvtIsIoNs. 

41. Order LIV., Rule 3a.—Order LIV., Rule 3, shall be read as | 
if the words “and any notices or orders required by these rules to be | 
sent by the registrar or high bailiff to such party may be sent to 
his solicitor” were inserted therein after the words “ personal 
service upon a jarty is required.” 

42. Order LIV., Rule 18a.—The following words shall be added 
to Order LIV., Rule 18, viz. :— 
_ “Provided that such days shall be counted in the computation of | 
time required by these Rules in respect of service.” 

[To he continued uth Appew id of Firms. | 


| 





The Workmen’s Compensation Act, 19c6. 
Tue WorKMEN’s COMPENSATION RULES, 1912. 

The following Rules shall have effect under the Workmen’s 
Compensation Act, 1906. 

These Rules may be cited as the Workmen’s Ccmpensatiun Rules, 
1912, or each } ule may be cited as if it had been one of the Work 
men’s Compensation Rules, 1907 (herein referred to as the principal 
liules), and had been numbered therein by the number of the Rule 
prefixed to such Rule. 

These Rules shall come into operation on the thirtieth day of 
fe}; tember, one thousand nine hundred and twelve. 


Parties to Arbitration before Judge or Arhitrato) appointed 
by Judge. 





1. Rule 7 (2).—The following paragraph shall stand as paragraph 2 | 
of Rule 7 of the principal Rules, viz. :— 

(2.) |rovided that the judge may at any time direct that an 
infant shall appear either as applicant or respondent in the same 
manner as if he were of full age. | 


| 
| 


Application for Arlitration, | 


The following Rule shall stand as Rule 12 of the principal | 
Rules, viz. : 

2. Rule 12a.—Order V., Rules 10 and 11, and Order XIL., Rule 9, 
of the County Court Rules, as to security for costs, shall not apply | 
to proceedings under the Act and these Rules. 


Reference of Agreement presented for Registration to the Judge. 


as follows, viz. :— 

(1.) Paragraph 1 is hereby annulled, and the following paragraph | 
shall stand in lieu thereof, viz. :— 

(1.) Where a memorundum of agreement as to the redemption of 
a weekly payment by a lump sum, or as to the amount of compen- 
sation payable toa person under any legal disability, or to depen- | 
dants, or as to the amount of compensation payable in the form of a | 
weekly payment or of a lump sum to a workman who is an insured 
person within the meaning of the National Insurance Act, 1911, is 
presented for registration, there shall be left or sent with the memo- 
randum a separate statement according to the form 36a in the 
Appendix, of such of the particulars mentioned in that form as are 
applicable to the case. Where an agreement with a workman is 
presented for registration, it shall be stated in para. (a) of Part A of 
the said form 36a whether he is or is not an insured person witbin 
the meaning of said Act. 

(2.) Rule 49 (la).—Paragraph la is hereby annulled, and the | 
following paragraph shal! stand in lieu thereof, viz. :— 

(la.) In any such case the registrar shall, before recording the 
memorandum, make such inquiries and obtain such information as he 
may think necessary in order to satisfy himself that the memorandum 
may properly be recorded, regard being had to proviso (d) to para- 
graph 9 of the Second Schedule to the Act, as applied by section 11, 
sub-section (1) (c), of the National-Insurance Act, 1911: and it shall 
be the duty of the parties to the agreement to answer such inquiries 
and give such information accordingly. 

3. Rule 49 (2).— Paragraph 2 is hereby annulled, and the following 
paragraph shall stand in lieu thereof, viz. :— 

(2.) Where it appears to,the registrar that the memorandum ought 
not to be recorded for any reason mentioned in the said proviso, as 
so applied, he shall make a report to the judge in writing, stating 
the information which he has obtained and the grounds on which it 
appears to him that the memorandum ought not to be recorded. 


3. Rule 49 (1).—Rale 49 of the principal Rules is hereby ners 





| provision is made by these Ru 


lump sum to a workman who is an insured person within the meaning 
of the National Insurance Act, 1911, paregraph (a) of the form 


|referred to in the Jast preceding yaragraph shall be altered 


| accordingly. 


| Costs. 


4. The following paragraph shall stand as paragraph 2a of Rule 61 
of the principal Rules, viz. :— 

(2a.) Rule 61 (2a).— Where proceedings are taken for which no 

be or by the scales of costs, reasonable 

costs may be allowed in resp: ct of such proceedings by the registrar, 


| subject to review by the judge, or by special order of the judge, 1 ot- 


exceeding those which may under thescales be allowed in respect of 


| proceedings of a like nature. 


We, William L. Selfe, Wiliam Cecil Smyly, Robert Woodfall, 
Thomas C. Granger, and H. Tindal Atkinson, being the five judges 
of the County Courts appointed for the making of Rules under 
section one hundred and sixty-four of the County Courts Act, 1888, 
having made the foregoing Rules of Court, pursuant to paragraph 
twelve of the Second Schedule to the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 
1906, do hereby certify the same under our hands, and submit them 
to the Lord Chancellor accordingly. 

(Signed) Wo. L. SELFE. 
W. C. Smy_y. 
R. WoopFatt. 
T. C. GRANGER. 
H. TrnDat ATKINSON. 
I allow these Rules, 


(Signed) 


‘ 


HALpAng, C. 
The 26th of July, 1912. 





New Rules. 
RULES PyBLICATION Act, 1892. 


The following Rule has been signed and declared urgent by the 
Lord Chancellor : 


Toe Summary JurispicTtion (Forms) Rug, 1912. 


The following forms, namely, Forms 11, 12, 13, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 
21, 22 29, 31, 32 and 34 in Part I of the Schedule to the Summary 
Jurisdiction Rules, 1886, and Forms 5 and 6 in Schedule A of the 
Summary Jurisdiction (Children Act) Rules, 1909, shall be amended 
by the omission of the words “and of his conveyance to the said 
prison” and the words “and of his conveyance to the said prison [or 
place of detention]” wherever they occur. HALDANE, C. 

Dated the 7th day of August, 1912, and certified to be urgent. 








In the Gity of London Court, on the 13th inst., says the Times, the 
Postmaster-General sued Mr. Jehn Nicholas, stationer, of Little Trinity- 
lane, E.C., for the balance of excees calls due. A clerk from the 
Controller’s Department produced the certified account showing the 
defendant's indebtedness. The Defendant : It all rests on a mere girl. 
These accounts are all wrong, and are due to the operator's blunders. 
Judge Lumley Smith, K.C,, said that the printed conditions of the 
contract which the defendant had signed tied him up and put him 
entirely in the power of the Post Office. The Defendant : But is it 
just that the public should pay for the blunders of the operators? 
Judge Lumley Smith replied that, whether just or unjust, the defendant 
must pay if the account was certified as in that case. The Defendant : 
In plain language it is bounce. Judge Lumley Smith: It is bounce 
that cannot be resisted. I have tried several of these cases. You 
cannot get behind the agreement. I have no doubt the young ladies 
frequently make mistakes. The Defendant : The Postmaster-General is 
in the position of a highwayman. It is ‘“‘ money or your life’’ with 
telephone accounts. This is a question of principle. Judge Lumley 
Smith agreed that the agreements were too tight. Were ineffective 
calls charged, say, when a man was engaged? Mr. McIntyre, repre- 
senting Sir Robert Hunter, the Solicitor to the Post Office, said they 
were not. The Defendant : You might as well say I have murdered 
the Controller. This is an iniquitous injustice on the part of a big 
monopoly against the private trader. They think we are afraid to 
fight this gigantic institution. I believe the law exists to protect 
the public in the circumstances. Judge Lumley Smith said the defed- 
dant was not bound to have the telephone. The Defendant : Can the 
certify any unjust charge, and must I submit? Judge Lumley Smith 
said that was true. The Defendant: We must get behind this. We 
have numerous instances of inaccuracies. Judge Lumky Smith found 
for the plaintiff, with costs. In another case his Honour asked if the 
right on the part of the public to go behind the Controller's certificate 
had ever been tested. Mr. McIntyre said it had not. 





et ee ee al 
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An Epitome of Recent Decisions on 
the Workmen’s Compensation Act. 


By ArtHuR L. B. Tuesicer, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. 
IV. 
(Cases decided since the last Epitome, ante, p. 465.) 


(1) DECISIONS ON THE WORDS ‘ACCIDENTS ARISING 
OUT OF, AND IN THE COURSE OF, THE EMPLOY- 
MENT.” 

Parker v. Hambrook (C.A.: Cozens-Hardy, M.R., Farwell 

and Kennedy, L.JJ., llth July, 1912.) 


Facrs.—A workman was employed to dig for flints, being paid 
according to the number secured. On a wet day he went to a pit 
12 ft. deep, which was known to be dangerous and where he had been 
forbidden to dig, and was smothered by a fall of earth. There was 
evidence that there were more flints in the pit than on the surface. 
County court judge made an award in favour of his dependants, hold- 
ing that it was the task of the deceased to dig as many flints as 
possible. 

Dects1on.—Dependants not entitled to compensation. Deceased was 
not employed to dig for flints in the trench. (From note taken in 
court. Case reported on another page; ZL. 7’. newspaper, 20th July, 
1912, p. 280; W. N., 2th ‘July, 1912, p. 205; LZ. J. newspaper, 10th 
August, 1912, p. 504.) 


Stapleton v. The Dinnington Main Coal Co. (Limited) 
(C.A.: Cozens-Hardy, M.R., Farwell and Kennedy, 
L.JJ., 11th July, 1912). 

Facrs.—A collier on leaving his stall on the 14th August, 1911, com- 
plained that his foot hurt him, and the headman found that a piece of 
rock, weighing three or four pounds, had fallen from the roof where 
he had been working. The collier complained to his wife, but re- 
turned to work the following day. On the 16th August his foot was 
found to be much swollen, with a scratch on the eide. A doctor, who 
came on the 19th August, also found a nearly healed scar on the sole 
of the foot. On the 25th August the collier was taken to the hospital, 
where he died from tetanus on the following day. County court judge 
found that the more probable inference from the evidence was that an 
agcident had happened to him arising out of and in the course of his 
employment. 

Dectsion.—It was a legitimate inference justified by the. circum- 
stances of the case. (From note taken in court. Case reported L. 7. 
newspaper, 20th July, 1912, p. 280.) 


Mitchell v. Owners of S.S. Saxon (C.A.: Cozens-Hardy, 
M.R., Farwell and Kennedy, L.JJ., 11th July, 1912). 


Factrs.—A ship’s fireman went on shore to get food. On the follow- 
ing morning his body was found in the water 15 ft. from the gangway 
of the ship. His handkerchief was found to contain a parcel of food. 
County court judge found that the accident did not arise out of the 
employment. 

Dects1on.—The court could not interfere with the finding of the 
judge. (From note taken in court. Case reported LZ. 7’. newspaper, 
20th July, 1912, p. 280.) 

Howe v. Fernhill Collieries (Limited) (C.A.: Cozens-Hardy, 
M.R., Farwell and Kennedy, L.JJ., 15th July, 
1912). 

Fac7ts.—A collier returned from his work and complained of pain 
in his knee. There was some evidence of a scratch on the knee; he 
died about a fortnight later of acute septic poisoning. He had been 
working in a two-foot seam, which involved his kneeling. County 
court judge held that while it was possible the deceased was injured 
in the colliery, there were other possibilities which he could not dis- 
regard, and found in favour of the respondents. 

Dectston.—There was no evidence of an accident, still less one 
arising out of the employment. (From note taken in court. Case 
reported ZL. 7’. newspaper, 27th July, 1912, p. 306.) 

Cokolon v. Owners of S.S. Kentra (C.A.: Cozens-Hardy, 
M.R., Farwell and Kennedy, L.JJ., 17th July, 
1912). 

Facts.—A seaman fell into an open hatchway while engaged in 
washing his clothes in his spare time. County court judge held that 
the accident arose out of and in the course of his employment. 

Dects1on.— Judge was right: it was part of the seamin’s duty. to 
wash his clothes. (From note taken in court.) 

Burwash v. Frederick Leyland d: Co. (Limited) (C.A.: 
Cozens-Hardy, M.R., Farwell and Kennedy, L.JJ., 
17th and 18th July, 1912). 


Facts.—A ship’s cook was seen one morning peeling potatoes in the 





galley. He was never seen again. He was suffering from kidney 
disease, which necessitated frequent visits to the urinal. County 
court judge found that the accident arose out of the employment. 

Decis1on.—There was no evidence to support the finding. (Frem 
note taken in court. Case reported Soricitors’ Jovurnat, 27th July, 
1912, p. 703: Times, 19th July, 1912; Z. 7. newspaper, 27th July, 
1912, p. 306. 


(2) DECISIONS ON THE WORDS ‘* INCAPACITY 
RESULTING FROM AN ACCIDENT.” 


Ball v. William Hunt & Sons (Limited) (H.L.: Lord 
Loreburn, L.C., Lords Macnaghten, Atkinson and Shaw, 
29th February, lst March, and 13th May, 1912). 

J? > v7? / 
Facts.—A workman in 1896 received an injury which rendered him 
blind in one eye, but the blindness was not apparent, and he continued 
to be employed at his old rate of wages as an edge tool moulder. dn 

1910 he was struck in the same eye, and in consequence the eyeball 

had to be removed. He was paid compensation until he recovered 

from the operation, but after that he was unable to obtain employ- 
ment from the respondents or other firms on the ground that he had 
only one eye. County court judge refused to award compensation, 
holding that the incapacity wae caused by the accident of 1896, and 

the Court of Appeal affirmed that decision (1911) 1 K.B. 1048. 

Decitston.—The workman was entitled to compensation. There was 
incapacity for work when a physical defect made a workman’s labour 
unsaleable in any market reasonably accessible to him. (From mote 
taken in court. Case reported J'imes, 14th May, 1912; W. N., 18th 

May, 1912, p. 145; LZ. 7. newspaper, 18th May, 1912, p. 56; Z. J. 

newspaper, 25th May, 1912, p. 338.) 

Macdonald or Duris v. Wilson and Clyde Coal Co. (A.L.: 
Lord Loreburn, L.C., Lords Macnaghten, Atkinson, 
Shaw and Robson, 12th March and 13th May, 1912). 


Facts.—A workman who had been injured in an accident recovered 
sufficiently to do light work which his employers gave him, and paid 
him compensation fixed by an arbitrator on the basis of the difference 
between the wages earned before and after the accident. Later he was dic- 
charged on the employers reducing their staff, and was unable to find 
suitable empioyment in the neighbourhood. On an application to re- 
view, the Sheriff-substitute refused to increase the compensation, and 
his decision was affirmed by the First Division of the Court of Session, 
on the authority of Boag v. Lockwood Coal Co., Ltd. (1910) S.C. 51. 

Decis1on.—A workman is under an incapacity if hie condition makes 
his labour unsaleable, or saleable only at a less wage. Case remitted 
to Sheriff-substitute. From note taken in court. Case reported 
Times, 14th May, 1912; W. N., 18th May, 1912, p. 145; Z. 7. news- 
paper, 18th May, 1912, p. 56.) 

Wheeler, Ridley & Co. v. Dawson (C.A.: Cozens-Hardy, 
M.R., Farwell and Kennedy, L.JJ., 16th July, 
1912). 

Facrs.—A workman who had been in receipt of compensation re- 
fused to undergo an operation to break down an adhesion. County 
court judge found incapacity had terminated. 

Decision.—Court would ngt review judge’s finding of fact and 
make suspensory award, nor would it hear evidence as to the actual 
state of facts disclosed by the operation. (From note taken in court. 
Case reported LZ. J. newspaper, 20th July, 1912, p. 465; Z. 7. news- 
paper, 27th July, 1912, p. 307.) 

Garnant Anthracite Collieries (Limited) v. Rees (C.A.: 
Cozens-Hardy, M.R., Farwell ‘and Kennedy, L.JJ., 
22nd July, 1912). 

Facrs.—A collier had been in receipt of compensation for nystag- 
mus. On his recovery County court judge refused to reduce compen- 
sation on the ground that there was a liability to recurrence, which 
made it difficult for the collier to get work. 

Dectsion.—There was evidence on which he could so find, which 
distinguished the case from Jones v. Brynmally Colliery Co., 5 
B.W.C.C., 375. (From mote taken in court. Case reported LD. J, 
newspaper, 27th July, 1912, p. 482; Z. 7. newspaper, 3rd August, 
1912, p. 329. 

[To be continued. | 








The terms of the address for the appointment of an additional judge 
have now been put upon the Parliamentary Paper by the Attorney- 
General. They are as follows :—‘‘ High Court of Justice (King’s 
Bench Division).—That an humble address be presented to His Majesty 
representing that the number of the puisne judges of the King’s Bench 
Division of the High Court of Justice now amounts to 15, and that 
the state of business in the said division requires that one additional 
judge should be appointed to the said division under the first section 
of the Supreme Court of Judicature Act, 1910, and praying thal: His 
Majesty will be graciously pleased to appoint a new judge of the said 
division of the High Court of Justice accordingly.” 
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CASES OF LAST SITTINGS. 
Court of Appeal. 


KIRSOPP v. HIGHTON. No. 2. 20th June. 

Cormtecrine Socrery—Cottectine Societies Act, 1896, s. 5 (2) & (3)— 
ANNUAL MEETING—ADJOURNMENT—N OTICE By ADVERTISEMENT—STATE- 
MENT OF Business Not Requisite 
The rules of a collecting society fixed the day, hour, and place of the 

annual meeting, and allowed its adjournment to London. Notice of 

the adjournment was to be given by advertisement, and copies of the 


advertisements containing a statement of the business to be transacted | 


were to be exhibited in the offices of the society. 
Held, that these rules were not in conflict with the provisions of the 


Collecting Societies Act, 1896, and that it was not essential that the } 


published advertisements should contain tatement of business to be 


transacted, although the copies exhibited in the offices must contain | 
| window, and he goes and mends another window where I have told 
| him not to go, that would disentitle him to compensation. With great 


such a statement. 

Appeal from the decision of Warrington, J. (reported ante, p. 161). 
On the main question, whether a resolution of a general meeting of the 
Liverpool Victoria Legal Friendly Society authorizing the committee 
to transfer £50,000 from the actuarial surplus to the fund for providing 
pensions to servants of the society wae ultra vires the rules, the court 
agreed with the learned judge. Another question argued was whether 
the meeting which passed the resolution was duly summoned in accord- 
ance with the rules, and, if so, whether the rules were in accordance 
with the Collecting Societies Act, 1896. Section 5 (2) of the Act is as 
follows : ‘‘ Except when the day, hour, and place of an annual or other 
general meeting is fixed by the rules, notice of every general meeting 


shall either be given by the society to the members by advertisement, to be | 


published at least twice in any two or more of the newspapers in general 


served on every member.’’ Sub-section (3) reads: ‘*‘ The notice shall 


specify the day, hour and place, and the objects of the meeting.” By | 
the rules of the society it was provided that the annual meeting should | 


bo held on the first Wednesday in March, at the principal office, at 


7 p.m., and that such meeting might be adjourned by vote to London | 


or any one of a number of towns to be chosen. It was also provided 
that fourteen daye’ notice of the adjourned meeting should be given 
hy advertisement, and that a copy of the advertisement containing 4 
statement of the resolutions to be proposed should be exhibited in each 
of the gociety’s offices. The meeting in question was held on the Ist 
of March, 1911, and adjourned to London. Notice of the day, hour, 
and place of the adjourned meeting was given by advertisement, and 
it was complained that these advertisements contained no statement 
of the business to be transacted ; a copy of the resolution was, however, 
appended to the copy advertisements exhibited in the society’s offices. 
The argument for the plaintiff was that the meeting of which notice 
was given by the rules was a mere dummy, and that the real meeting 
was the adjourned one. If eo, then by sub-section 3 of section 5 of the 


Act the obje ta of the meeting ought to have been advertised. Alter- | 


natively, that if the exhibited copy of the advertisement contained the 
resolutions to be proposed, then it was implied that the originals in 


the newepapers should also ontain them _ 
Tur Courr (Cozens-Harpy, M.R., and Farwett and KeEnnepy, 


L.J.J.) overruled both these contentions, and held that the adjourned | 


meeting is a continuation of the original meeting, so that a fresh notice 
is unnecessary. They also considered that it was a reasonable con- 


struction of the rules to hold that the advertisements should acquaint | 


men.bera merely with the day, hour and place of the meeting, leaving 
them to apply at the offices for further information. The plaintiff 
argued the appeal in person.—Counset, Gore Browne, K.C.; Buck- 


muster, K.C., and Roope Reeve. Soxtcrrors, 2 A. Roberts; J. Tickle 


cb ( 
[Reported by F. Gurunrie Surra, Barrister-at-Law.] 


PARKER ». HAMBROOK. No. 2. Iith July. 
Workmen's CompeNsATION—Score or EmpLOoyYMENT—ACCIDENT ARISING 

Ovt or Emproyment—Drsopepience—Distinction Between Doina 

Asstgnep Task In Wrona Way anp Dorne Task Not ASSIGNED. 

1 workman was employed to dig flints in a quarry where there was a 
trench into which he was forbidden to go. On the evidence his em- 
ployment was to dig in the quarry, but not in the trench. An accident 
having caused his death while in the trench, 

Held, that his dependants were not entitled to compensation. 

Harding’s Case and Weighill’s Case (1911, 2 K. B. 747, 757) con- 
side red 

Appeal by employers from a decision of the judge of the Folkestone 
County Court in favour of dependants of a deceased workman. Parker 
vas employed with six others to dig for flints in a quarry under the 
orde*s of a foreman. The men were paid by the quantity dug, and 
their orders were to dig near the surface, and not to go into an eleven- 
foot trench which crossed the quarry and in which flints were more 
plen*iful. On the day of the accident it was wet, and the men had 
gone home except Parker and another. These two agreed to go into 
the ‘xench, and while the other went to fetch a board to shore up the 
eurfice soil, Parker began to dig, and caused a land-slide, which 
smothered him. The judge found for the dependants. 

Cozens-Harpy; M.R., after etating the facts, said: The question 
which arose was one of great difficulty ; was he merely doing that which 








he was told to do in a forbidden manner, or was he doing eomething 
outside his employment and for his own benefit, and in order to get 
more money? The evidence seems to me to be quite clear that he was 
not instructed or employed to get any flints out of this deep trench. 
He was expressly forbidden to do so, and the surviving workman said 
in his evidence, ‘‘ we went there because there were more flints, and 
we could earn more money by doing eo.’’ It seems to me that the 
case is clearly brought within those authorities which decide that there 
must be proof that the accident which did happen was within the area 


| of his employment. I cannot think that there is any such inconsistency, 
| as the learned judge seems to have thought there was, between Hard- 


ing’s Case and Weighill’s Case (1911, 2 K. B., pp. 747, 757), one of 
them being a case where the deceased man was doing that which he 
had been told to do, but was doing it in a particular way he had been 
told not to do it. The illustration which Kennedy, L.J., gave just 
now is a very apt one: if I tell a man to clean a window from the in- 
eide, and he thinks it more convenient to clean it from the outside, the 
fact that he did it from the outside and not from the inside would 
not disentitle him to compensation; but if I tell him to mend one 


respect to the learned judge, I think this case falls within Weighill’s 
Case, and not within Harding’s Case, and that the appeal must be 
allowed. 

Farwett, L.J., in the course of his judgment, said : It seems to me 
impossible to say he was employed in any sense whatever to get flinte 


| in that eleven-foot trench; on the contrary, he was employed not to do 


anything of the eort, but to work elsewhere. It is not as if he had 
been employed to get them out of the trench in a particular way and 
had disobeyed it. ‘ 
Kenney, L.J., said that in Harding’: Case the man had a special 
task assigned to him, and broke one of the rules of the mine in carry- 
ing it out. If Parker had gone into the trench in order to carry out 


circulation in every county where the society carries on business, or be | an assigned piece of work, I should have said the case was governed by 


Harding’s Case; but the only task assigned was to work in the rest of 
the quarry, and he went into the trench where he was told not to go 
for the sake of his ability to earn more money. His employment was 
not, as the judge thonght, to get as many flints as he could, but to get 
them elsewhere than in this trench.—Cornsen, J. G. Joseph; Morton 
Smith. Soricrrors, A. N. Mowll, Canterbury ; John Hands, for Atkin- 
son & Stainer, Folkestone . 


[Reported by F. Gurarie Suirx, Barrister-at-Law.] 





High Court—Chancery Division. 


JOHN HADDON & CO. v. R. P. BANNERMAN & 80¥, 
Warrington, J. 2nd July. 


| PATENT—INFRINGEMENT OF DeESIGN—MANUFACTURE oF MOULDS FoR 


Castinc RecisteReD ARTICLES—Movtps To Be SHIPPED TO INDIA— 

PaTeNTS AND DesitGns Act, 1907 (7 Ed. 7, c. 29) s. 60. 

A manufacturer made some moulds for the purpose of casting metcl 
articles, of which the design was patented by another person. ‘I'he 
moulds were not intended to be used in any place to which the Patents 
and Designs Act, 1907, applies. 

Held, that the manufacture of the moulds was a breach of section 60 
(1) (a) of the statute which provides that . “it shall not be law- 
ful for any person . to do anything with a view to enable the 


| design to be’’ applied *‘ to any article in any class of goods in which 


the design is registered.” 
The plaintiffs in this action were type founders and proprietors of 


| a registered design, No. 409021, in Class I., for articles composed 
| wholly of metals, or in which metal predominates, the design being 


registered in respect of a set of type metal letters, and the claim 
under statement of nature of design was ‘‘ for the pattern.’’ The 
design was originally registered in 1903, under which a copyright of 
five years was granted, which was extended for a second period of 
five years under section 53 (2) of the Patents and Designs Act, 1907. 
The defendants were manufacturers of matrices, or moulds, in which 
types are cast, and had recently sold and delivered to the India Office 
matrices for casting type in accordance with the plaintiffs’ registered 
design. The matrices were intended for shipment to Madras, and the 
design would not be applied to any type in the United Kingdom. 
The plaintiffs contended that the defendants had infringed their 
design, and claimed an injunction and damages. The question 
depended on the meaning of the Patents and Designs Act, 1907, sec 
tion 60, which provides: ‘‘(1) During the existence of copyright in 
any design, it shall not be lawful for any person (a) for the purpose 
of sale to apply or cause to be applied to any article in any class of 
goods in which the design is registered, the design or any fraudulent 
or obvious imitation thereof, except with the licence or written consent 
of the registered proprietor, or to do anything with a view to enable 
the design to be so applied.”’ 

Warrincton, J., said that, in his opinion, although the copyright 
in the design gave the plaintiffs no protection in India, still the acts 
of the defendants in this country were in contravention of the con- 
cluding words of section 60 (1) (a), and the plaintiffs were entitled to 
an injunction and an inquiry as to damages.—Counset, Clausom#, 
K.C., and Russell Clarke; Walter, K.C., and Colefaz. Sortcrrors, 
Budd, Johnson, & Jecks; Boulton, Sons, & Sandiman. 

[Reported by J. B. C. Treoantrmen, Barrister-at-Law.] 
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High Court—King’s Bench 
Division. 
COKER v. BOLTON AND OTHERS. Hlamilton, J. 4th July. 


Insurance (Martne)—Construction—Totat Loss—Insiirure Time 
CLAUSES. 


The plaintiff took out a policy of marine insurance, attached to 
which was the followigig clause :—‘‘In the event of total loss, whether 
absolute or constructive, of the steamer, the amount underwritten by 
this policy shall be paid in full, whether the steamer be fully or only 
partly loaded, or in ballast, chartered or unchartered.’’ During the 
voyage the vessel became a constructive total loss, but was subsequently 
towed to a port where she discharged cargo, and the plaintiff received 
payment of freight. In an action to recover on the full amount of the 


policy, 
Held, that the underwriters were entitled to credit for the freight 
received by the assured, 


The plaintiff was insured with the defendants under a time policy on 
freight per Zhe Jvy, valued at £950 ‘‘ chartered or unchartered, on 
board or not on board, and/or bunker coals out and freight only home.’’ 
‘here were three separate printed sets of clauses attached, the principal 
being the ‘‘ Institute Time Clauses—Freight, 1910." There were 13 
of these, No 5 being as follows :—‘‘In the event of total loss, 
whether absolute or constructive, of the steamer, the amount under- 
written by the policy shall be paid in full, whether the steamer be 
fully or only partly loaded, or in ballast, chartered or unchartered.”’ 
The agreed facts concluded that she stranded in the Mersey on a 
voyage from the Baltic to Manchester, with a cargo of grain, that 
as a result of such stranding she became a constructive total loss, 
that by arrangement with the plaintiff, but without prejudice to 
his rights, the hull underwriters suggested that the Liverpool Salvage 
Association should deal with the casualty, and thereupon the vessel 
was towed by the Salvage Association to Manchester, that she dis- 
charged her cargo there, and that £630 12s. became payable, and 
was paid for freight on the said cargo, and it was common ground 
that the money came to and was retained by the plaintiff; and the 
defendants admitting that the sum of £450 15s. 6d. was due to the 
plaintiff under the freight policy, said that that was arrived at 
by deducting from the insured amount the proportion of the freight 
received by the plaintiff. It was contended on behalf of the plaintifi 
that no matter what was paid by the cargo owners on delivery of 
the cargo he was entitled by clause 5, in the event which happened, 
to recover in full on the freight policy, and reliance was placed on the 
cases of Stewart v. Greenock Marine Insurance Co. (2 H. L. Cas. 
159), Keith v. Burrows (2 A. C. 636), The Red Sea (1896, P. 20), 
Potten v. Rankin (L. R., 6 H. L. 83), and Sea Insurance Co. v. 
Haddon (13 Q. B. D. 706). The contention on behalf of the de 
fendants was that the real meaning of clause 5 was that, while the 
underwriters in the event of total or constructive total loss should 
not be entitled to question what the owners’ interest was in the 
amount insured, yet if the freight was earned they should have credit 
for the amount actually secured by the owners. 


Hamitton, J., in the course of his judgment, said the only difficulty 
he had in the case was the bestowing upon clause 5 the construction 
that the plaintiff contended for: what effect was given to the 
words “‘in full’’ in that clause if the meaning of it was that there 
was no recovery in full, but only a recovery of part. He thought 
the meaning of the words ‘‘in full’’ could only be ascertained by 
continuing the sentence to the end. If it was to be paid in full 
whether the steamer was fully or only partly loaded, or in “ ballast,”’ 
that was to say, not loaded at sea, and whether she was chartered 
or unchartered, those circumstances were not to prevent payment in 
full. If the risk on freight had attached, if the conditions necessary 
to have freight at risk had arisen, then if that freight or the chance 
of earning freight were lost, it was to be paid for in full, and not 
to be reduced to any extent, by pointing out that the cargo was not 
still on board, or that all the cargo was engaged but not loaded, or cir 
cumstances of that kind; and the other words of the clause were 
clearly intended to deal with the rule that had long been felt to be 
a difficulty with regard to the right to freight carried after a con 
structive total loss. One instance in which the rule had been dealt 
with was in the case of United Kingdom Mutual Steamship In 
surance Association (Limited) v. Boulton (3 Com. Cas. 330) wher 
the rule was construed by Bigham, J., as he then was, as being in. 
tended to secure that where freight was lost to the shipowner at 
common law not by perils of the sea, but by the operation of the notice 
of abandonment in transferring to the underwriters of the ship the 
freight which was eventually earned, the assured should, neverthe- 
less, recover for that as a loss as though it. had been. lost entirely 
from perils of the sea. The same was the effect here. He thought, 
therefore, the plaintiff's construction of the clause failed, and there 
would be judgment for the defendants with costs.—CounsgL, Leslie 
Scott, K.C., and J. W. Scott; Bailhache, K.C., and Leck. Soxicrrors, 
Lightbound, Owen & Co.; Pritchard & Sons. 

{Reported by Lsoxanp 0. Tuomas, Barrister-at-Law.) 
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Bankruptcy Cases. 


Re JONES. Ex parte ASBOCIATED NEWSPAPERS (LIM.,. 
Div. Comt. 16th July. 


Bankruptcy—Act or BankRuPpTCY—RESOLUTION TO Execute Deep oF 
ASSIGNMENT—ASSENT BY CREDITOR TO RESOLUTION—SUBSEQUENT 
REVOCATION OF ASsENT—JOINT PeTITION—Errect or ASSENT BY ONE 
PeETITIONING CrepITOR—BANKRUPTCY AcT, 1883, s. 4, SUB-SECTION 1 
(a) (A). 

A creditor, who has assented to a@ resolution for the execution of a 
deed of assignment for the benefit of creditors, can revoke his assent 
at any time before the execution of the deed. If two creditors join in 
a petition, one of whom has assented to a deed and the other not, the 
fact of assent by the first creditor does not prevent the second creditor 
from obtaining a receiving order on the petition if his debt is over £50. 
The receiving order in such case should be drawn up as made on the 
petition of the second creditor only. 


Appeal from the dismissal of -a petition by the county court judge 
at Bristol. The debtor, Nathaniel Jones, had been a partner in the 
firm of Jones Brothers, advertisement agents, at Bristol. The petition 
was presented jointly by George Newnes, Ltd., and Associated Newe- 
papers, Ltd., the debt of the former being under £50, while that 
of the latter amounted to £281 6s. 7d. In March of 1912 the debtor's 
solicitor, Mr. W. H. Brown, sent out circulars calling a meeting of 
creditors. Associated Newspapers, Ltd., did not send a representative 
to the meeting, but telephoned to Mr. Brown that they would agree 
to any resolution which might be passed. George Newnes, Ltd., were 
vepresented at the meeting, but it was in dispute whether their repre- 
sentative was authorized to dissent from the resolution there proposed. 
At the meeting a resolution was passed that the debtor should 
mmediately execute a deed of assignment for the benefit of his creditors, 
with Mr. Tricks, an accountant, as trustee. Associated Newspapers, 
Ltd., received a letter from Mr. Brown informing them of the resolu- 
sion and enclosing a form of assent ‘‘to the deed made by Nathaniel 
Jones,’’ though in fact no deed was executed before the presentation 
f the petition. Associated Newspapers, Ltd., signed the assent on the 
23rd of March, and sent it back to Mr. Brown on the 25th of March. 
After signing the assent they discovered fresh facts which caused 
them to alter their views, and on the Ist of April they wrote to eay 
that having discovered fresh facts they revoked their assent. They 
received a reply from Tricks & Co., the debtor’s accountants, dated the 
2nd of April, asking them to send back their assent and stating that 
Mr. Tricks had refused for the present to take up the deed as some 
»f the creditors had threatened: bankruptcy proceedings; and that the 
creditors must make up their minds whether they would petition or 
aseent to the deed. George Newnes, Ltd., and Aeeociated Newspapers, 
Ltd., thereupon presented their petition, which was- heard before, tho 
county court judge at Bristol, when the debtor’s colicitor admitted 
hat there had been three acts of bankruptcy ccommitted—viz., the 
circular calling the meeting, the statements made on behalf of the debtor 
at the meeting, and the letter from Tricks & Co., of the 2nd of April. 
It was contended, however, that both the petitioners were barred 
from taking advantage of the acts of bankruptcy by reason of their 
iequiescence in the deed. The county court judge held that Associated 
Newspapers, Ltd., could not revoke their aesent and dismiesed the 
petition. The question whether George Newncs, Ltd., had assented or 
10t was left undecided. The petitioning creditors appealed, and counsel, 
m their behalf, contended that they were entitled to revoke their assent. 
He cited Back v. Gooch (4 Camp. 232), Fx parte Stray (L. R. 2 Ch. 374) ; 
Re Brindley, Ex parte Tayler & Co. (1906, 1 K. B. 377) Re Hawley, 
Kx parte kidgeway (4 Mans. 41); Re Woodroff, Ex parte Woodroff 
(4 Mans. 46); and Re T'anenberg, Ex parte Perrier (6 Morr. 49). 
Counsel for the debtor contended that where there has been assent 
to a deed, whether proposed or executed, the assenting creditor 
cannot rely on the deed ae an act of bankruptcy, and that this doctrine 
was extended by the above cases of Ie Hawley and Re Woodroff 
to all letters or statements proposing or leading up to a deed. 
Phillimore, J., pointed. out that the head-note in Le Hawley wae 
inaccurate, as no circular was relied on as an act of bankruptcy in 
shat case, but a statement made by the debtor at the meeting of 
creditors.] A creditor cannot revoke his aesent because not only he 
ind the debtor are concerned, but there is a general arrangement 
between the whole body of creditors, and others may have been induced 
to assent by reason of this creditor having assented. He further con- 
tended that if the revocation of one petitioner was valid, yet if the 
other creditor, George Newnes, Ltd., had assented to the deed the 
etition must fail. i 
r Puttmore, J.—In this case the debtor called a meeting of his 
hecreditors which resolved that he should immediately execute a deed 
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of assignment. A form of aesent to the proposed deed was sent 
out treating it as a made deed. This form of assent was executed by 
Associated Newspapers, Ltd., but shortly afterwards they discovered 
facts which made them regret their assent, and they wrote 
revoked it. They received a reply from Tricke & Co., the 
accountants, who had got out a statement of the debtor’s affairs, and 
they, whether they had authority or net, accepted the revocation. 
Thereafter a petition was presented jointly by George Newnes, Ltd., 
and Associated Newspapers, Ltd. At the hearing three acts of bank- 
ruptcy were admitted, the circular calling the meeting of creditors, 
the statements at the meeting and Tricks & Co.’s letter of the 2nd 
of April. It was contended for the creditors that assent to a deed 
obtained by misrepresentation could be revoked, and Ie Tanenberg, Ex 
parte Perrier, was cited in support of that contention. I agree with 
that contention, but I do not base my decision on that ground. It 
has been held that circulars leading up to the execution of a deed 
of assignment cannot be relied upon as acts of peg | by persons 
who are estopped by having assented to the deed. See Re Ridgeway 
and Re Woodroff; but it should be noted that in both of these cases 
the acquiescence relied upon consisted in dealings with the trustee under 
the deed, and they only decide that where creditors have dealings with 
a trustee under a deed they cannot rely on prior acts of bankruptcy 
leading up to the deed. Hero, at the date of the presentation of the 
petition at any rate, there was no deed. Whether the deed contem- 
plated was afterwards executed is not known. A deed was executed 
at some date after the presentation of the petition, but that deed 
seems to me no answer to a creditor who, having originally assented, 
recalls his assent before a deed is executed. He is in no way estopped 
from revoking his assent before the execution of the deed and has a 
locus peenitentice until the last moment before such execution. There 
is, therefore, nothing to estop Associated Newspapers, Ltd., from 
relying on the acts of bankruptcy alleged in the petition. As to George 
Newnes, Ltd., it appears that they did assent, and it is doubtful if they 
ever revoked their assent, but, even if there is an. infirmity in their 
position, I do not think it affects Associated Newspapers, Ltd., who 
have a debt of their own of over £50. If a debt of £50 could not 
be made up without including that of George Newnes, Ltd., it would 
be a different matter. The receiving order should, however, be drawn 
up as made on the petition of Associated Newepapers, Ltd., only. 

Corertnce, J.—If a creditor aesent to a deed he may give hie assent 
either before or after the execution of the deed. Here there is no prcof 
that any deed was ever executed, or that if there was it was the deed 
to which the creditor assented. The only assent given was to an im- 
mediate deed of assignment, and that assent was revocable up to the 
time of the execution of the deed. Appeal allowed.—CounseL, Kuhn; 
Hansell. Soxicrrors, Slark, Edwards, &- Co.; W. H. Brown d& Sons, 
Bristol. 

[Reported by P. M. Faances, Barrister at-Law.] 


>. . 5 
Solicitors’ Cases, 
Solicitors Ordered to be Struck Off the Rolls. 
July 26.—Francts Cotmman Evans, 2, Upper James-street, Golden. 
square, W. 


July 26.—Tnomas Syms. 
July 26.—Frank Berriry Cooxr, 55, Market-street, Manchester. 








Land Taxes and Negative Values. 


In the couree of the discussion in the Hovee of Commons on the 
Finance Bill, on the 2nd inst., Mr. Cassel moved to insert the following 
clause : It is hereby declared that for the purposes of Part I. of 
the Finance (1909-10) Act, 1910, whenever the original site value is 
less than nothing it shall be deemed to be nothing, and in cases where 
the original site value is nothing, or deemed to be nothing, on the first 
occasion for the collection of increment value duty, the increment value 
shall be deemed to be reduced by an amount equal to 10 per cent. of 
the site value on such occasion, instead of 10 per cent. of the original 
site value.’’ The terms in which minus values were dealt with had 
given rice to many akeurdities, and large sums had been expended in 
the attempt to collect minus revenve. The abeurdity of introducing 
these minus quantity provisions into a statute was exposed in a judg 
ment delivered by Lord Johnston in a Scottish appeal case, from which 
he quoted. How could the Government charge an owner 10 per cent. on 
a& minus quantity? Yet it had been done. 

The Attorney-General said the appeal case was on its way to the 
House of Lords in order that the House of Lords might determine 
whether these valuations were right or wrong. In a very few imonthe 
from now the House of Lords would have the case before them, and 
then all the appeals depending upon this test case would be dealt with. 

Mr. Avon Clyde declared that the system of valuation intended to 
get at the site value was altogether broken to pieces by the peculiarities 
of the Scottish land system, and the Government must alter the law. 
The recurrence of minus values occurred with greater frequency in 
Scotland than in England, becauce, in making these valuation provisions 
applicable to Scotland, no consideration had been paid to the peculiarity 
of the Scottish land tenure, which rendered such methods of valuing 
an absurdity. The Attorney-General could not shield himself behind 
the excuse that an appeal was pending, because the House of Commons 
had nothing to do with law courts outside, 


A 


Sir A. Cripps appealed to the Chancellor of the Exchequer to say 
whether he ever contemplated that in arriving at site value of land 
per se one could really arrive at a minus value, and whether a minus 
value was not a necessary consequence of taking into consideration out- 
side matters which again and again the right hon. gentleman had stated 
ought not to be taken into consideration if they .were to get at the 
true site value. 

Mr. J. Mason, who thought the clause did not go far enough, 
remarked that to charge increment value duty on the difference between 
two minus quantities seemed comparable to charging death duty on 





the difference between the liabilities and assets of a man who died 
bankrupt. 

Mr. rretyman said that, so far es the use of site value for subs. 
quent purposes was concerned, the method on which valuations were 
formulated had the effect of destroying totally any uniformity. In 
Lancashire two systems prevailed, one that of chief rent with a per- 
manent capital value, and the other the system of long leases for 999 
years. On the two sides of the same street there were often to be 
found houses of .the-same character and value, on the one side held 
on the chief rent system and on the other on the long lease system. 
Under the methods of. the Government the houses on one. side were 
brought out at a minus ‘value and those on the other side at a consider- 
able plus value. If the Chancellor of the Exchequer desired to get 
any appearance of uniformity he was bound to accept this amendment, 
or to undertake to introduce other words which would procure 
uniformity. 

Mr. Rutherford urged that, as valuations were. proceeding to-day at 
great expense under the Act of 1910, the earliest opportunity ¢«hould 
be taken to put them on a reasonable and sensible. basie.. This clause 
was an attempt to cure one out of the many hundreds of absurdities 
which arose under that Act. 

The clause was defeated by a majority of 77, the votes for it being 
113 and against 190.—From the 7'imes. 








Obituary. 
Mr. W. W. Duffield. 


Mr. William Ward Duffield, whose death took place at Brownings, 
Chelmsford, on Wednesday, in his ninety-second year, was one of the 
oldest members of the legal profession in the country.. He was admitted 
a solicitor in 1846, and practised in London and Chelmsford. Mr. 
Duffield, whose family has lived in Essex for at least 400 years, was 
one of the best-known and most a gm men in the county. He held 
at one time a large number of legal appointments, and took a leading 
part in the public life of the county. In the days of Mr. Gladstone 
he was an active Liberal, and in much request as a public speaker. For 
a long time he was a director of the Reliance Life Office, and when 
that company was amalgamated with the Norwich Union he became 
chairman of the London board. 








Legal News. 
Appointments. 


The Rt. Hon. Sir Jonny Fretcner Movtton has been appointed a 
Lord of ope in Ordinary in succession to Lord’ Robson, resigned. 


Sir J. Fletcher Moulton was appointed a Lord Justice of Appeal i 
January, 1906. 

The Hon. Sir Joun Anprew Hamtuton has been appointed a Lord 
Justice of Appeal in succession to Lord Justice Fletcher Moulton.* Sit 
J. A. Hamilton was appointed a judge of the King’s Bench Division 
in 1909. 

Mr. Stpney Artuur Taytor Rowtarr has been appointed a Justice 
of the High Court, King’s Bench Division, in succession to Mr, Justice 
Hamilton. Mr. Rowlatt is Recorder of Windsor, and is the junior 
counsel to the Treasury in the King’s Bench Division and in Crown 
cases generally. This and the foregoing appointments will take effect 
from lst October, 1912. 

Mr. Duptey Srewart-Smitu, K.C., has been appointed Vice-Chan 
cellor of the County Palatine of Lancaster, in succession to the late 
Vice-Chancellor Leigh Clare, as from 12th August, 1912. Mr. Stewart 
Smith was called to the bar in 1884, and became K.C. in 1902. He 3s 
a Bencher of the Middle Temple. He represented the Kendal Division 
of Westmorland in the Liberal interest from 1906 to 1910, and in 1910 
unsuccessfully contested that division and East Nottingham. 


Changes in Partnerships, &c. 


Admissicn. 


Mr. Henry Warren Jones, who has been in practice for many years 
at 39, Lime-street, London, E.C., has joined the firm of Messieurs 
Flux, Thompson, & Quarrell, solicitors, of 3, East India-avenue, and 
6, Lime-street, London, E.C. The firm will henceforth be known 43 
Messieurs ‘Thompsons, Quarrell, & Jones; the partners will be Mr. 
Sydney Thompson, Mr. William Henry Quarrell, Mr. Keith Sydney 





Thompson, and Mr.’ Henry Warren Jones. 





said 


Wil 


W 
solic 
Mar 


‘rece’ 


debt 
by t 
on t! 


W 
(Arn 


Ri 
aven 
road 

LI 
draw 
pleas 


Linc 


Op 
the 2 
said 
ough 
must 
put | 
a Wo 
youn 
réscu 
nisin, 
from 
him | 
were 
the J 
the n 
frequ 
1b we 
havin 
cequi 
clude 
any 
fairn 

Th 
wort! 
remo’ 
day. 
(sons 
Murr 
Wills 
Lady 
Friso 
Rev. 
Amor 
Albar 
Ellen 
Coate 
Coun: 


> say 

land 
ninus 
| out- 
tated 
t the 


yugh, 
ween 
vy on 


died 


ubse- 
were 

In 
per- 
* 999 
o be 
held 
tem. 
were 
ider- 
get 
ent, 
cure 


y. at 
ould 
ause 
ities 


eing 


ngs, 
the 
ited 
Mr. 
was 
eld 
ling 
one 
For 
hen 
ime 








Aug..17, 1912. THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. (Vol. 56.] 753 


Dissolutions. 


Harotp Montacvg Lioyp and James Hunspon Cross, solicitors 
(Harold Lloyd & Cross), 8, Park-place, Cardiff. Aug. 3. 

Ernest Epwarp McCoim and Srantey WittiAm Brooke, solicitors 
(McColm & Brooke), 31, Lombard-street, London, and 3, Lewisham 
bridge, Lewisham. Aug. 1. All debts due and owing to or by the 
said late firm will be received or paid by the said Stanley William 
Brooke, and such business will be carried on in the future by the Stanley 
William Brooke. 

Watter Scort, Haroztp Porter Mettor, and JouN Epwin Start, 
solicitors (Lee, Scott, Mellor, & Co.), 36, Kennedy-street, Manchesier. 
March 31. All debts due to and owing by the said late firm will be 
received and paid by any of the said members. 


Witiram Wade and Davin Trenarne Newton Wank, solicitors (Wade 
& Son), 39, Dock-street, Newport, Monmouthshire. June 30. Al! 
debts due to and owing by the said late firm will be received and paid 
by the said David Treharne Newton Wade, who will continue to carry 
on the said business alone, under the style or firm of Wade & Son. 

; [Gazette, Aug. 9. 

Wuatety Carters ArNnotp and Artnur Epwarp Cvustson, solicitors 
(Arnold & Cubison), Dove-court, Old Jewry, London. Aug. 10. 

[Gazette, Aug. 13. 


Information Required. 


RCBINSON.—Will the two gentlemen seeking Robinson, Chestnut 
avenue, Forest Gate, on July 19, pléase write to 501, Caledonian- 
road, N. 

LEGAL._LEMPRIERE (MARY CONSTANCE, late).—Anyone 
drawing up or witnessing will of the above about February 2, 1912 
please communicate with Messrs. Robins, Hay, Waters, & Hay, 9, 
Lincoln’s-inn Fields, London, W.C. 


General, 


Opening the new Sessions House and Police Court at Reading, on 
the 2nd inst., the Attorney-General (Sir Rufus Isaacs), says the 7'imes, 
said that they had come to reeognise in this country that punishment 
ought not to be vengeance. The criminal must be punished; but he 
must also, if possible, be reclaimed. The duty of the State was not to 
put it on high grounds of morality and religion, but to make a man 
a worthy citizen if possible, and not cast him, especially if he was a 
young offender, into the abyss from which it would be difficult to 
rescue him. They had made great changes, and the change of recog 
nising the first offence was most valuable. Many a man had been saved 
from a criminal life by the tender mercy of magistrates who recognised 
him as a first offender. Although much had been accomplished they 
were not at the end of such reforms. Speaking of the police generally, 
the Attorney-General said that the police had cast upon them one of 
the most difficult tasks in life, that of being fair and impartial. They 
frequently read of the police being praised for courageous conduct, and 
it would be better if a police officer was commended more often for 
having given his evidence so fairly that he had helped to secure the 
cequittal instead of the conviction of a prisoner. Sir Rufus Isaacs con 
cluded by challenging any one to assert that the law of any country or 
any human machinety ever treated an accused person with greater 
fairness or greater chivalry than was done in the courts of this country. 

The funeral of Sir Alfred Wills, says the Times, took place at Chil 
worth, near Southampton, on the 13th inst., the body having been 
removed to the church from his residence, Saxholm, Bassett, on Mon 
day. Among those present were :—Dr. W. Wills and Mr. J. Wills 
(sons), Miss Wills (daughter), Dr. John Murray (son-in-law) and Mrs. 
Murray, Mr. Edward Norton (son in-law) and Mrs. Norton, Mrs. W. 
Wills, Captain and Lieutenant Norton (grandsons), Mr. Justice and 
Lady Warrington, and Mr. Kirwan, representing the Metropolitan 
Frisoners’ Aid Society. The service was conducted by the 
Rev. W. V. Jephson, assisted by the Rev. C..D. Hindle. 
Among those‘ who sent floral tributes were the Duchess of 
Albany, the Lord Chief. Justice, Sir John and Lady Mellor, 
Ellen Lady Swaythling, Sir Arthur Charles, Sit Edward and Lady 
Coates and Miss Coates, Vice-Admiral and Mrs. Gerald Russell, the 
Council of the Law Society, the president and members of the Alpine 
Club, the Hampshire County Cricket Club, the North-Eastern Circuit, 
Mr. and Mrs. Louis Courtauld, Lieutenant-Colonel and Mrs. Beadon, 
the Rev. and Mrs. Allan Gunn, Dr. J. J. Pringle, and Mr. and Mrs. 
Forbes Bassett. 

In the course of a lecture at the Fabian Summer School at Barrow 
House, near Keswick, on modern political and industrial tendencies, 
says the Z'imes, Mr. Philip Snowden, M.P., said that the strike could 
never be successful as a weapon of frequent or constant use under 
modern conditions. During the last fifteen years there was no record, 
except in one or two instances, where the circumstances were excep- 
tional, of Labour having struck successfully against federated Capital. 
During the nineteenth century workers had alternated between a faith 
in strikes and a faith in political action ; in the immediate future there 
was likely to be a great revival of political action, because recent 
strikes, including the railway strike and the coalminers’ strike, although 
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they appeared to be successful, were in reality lamentable failures. 
Only the intervention of Parliament had saved the workers’ cause from 
utter disaster. As an illustration of the effectiveness of political action 
as contrasted with strikes in obtaining better conditions, Mr. Snowden 
instanced the Workmen’s Compensation Act, under which three million 
pounds had been paid to workers, or three times more than the total 
increase last year in the wages of all the workers in the country. Mr. 
Snowden added that there was little likelihood of the idea of the general 
strike captivating British workers. ‘That idea was French, not English. 


The Kent County Council adopted, on Wednesday, a bye-law, under 
the Advertisements Regulation Act, 1907, to prevent the disfigure- 
ment of the landscape by the erection of advertisement boards. The 
Parliamentary Committee, in reporting the receipt of applications for 
such a bye-law from the Cranbrook, Dartford, Dover, Eastry, Holling- 
bourne, Maidstone, Romney Marsh, and West Ashford Rural District 
Councils, said they considered the time had come when some check 
should be placed upon the increasing number of unsightly notice boards 
in the county. It was unnecessary that such boards should be placed 
in positions where they blotted out a view or disfigured the country. 
The new bye:law, which is to apply to all parts of Kent, other than 
municipal boroughs and urban districts with a population exceeding 
10,000, provides that no person shall exhibit any advertisement which 
shall be visible from any public highway or footway, or from any 
railway or open land or water open to the public, and,so placed as to 
disfigure the natural beauty of the landscape. The penalty is ‘a fine 
of £5, with an addition of £1 for every day upon which the offence 
is continued after a conviction has been obtained. 


A proposal by the Flint County Council, says the Times, to appoint 
police officers as inspectors under the provisions of the Shops Act (1912) 
has failed to meet with the approval of the Home Office authorities. 
At a meeting of the Flintshire Standing Joint Committee, held at Mold, 
@ communication was read from the Home Office pointing out that the 
inspectors under the Shops Act would be invested with all the powers 
conferred on a factory inspector, In the opinion of the Home Secre- 
tary it was undesirable that police officers should perform those duties, 
especially police officers in uniform, because the arrangement might 
re-act unfavourably on the relations between the police and shop- 
keepers; and in some cases the police could not be withdrawn from 
their duties in connection with the detection and prevention of crime. 
Mr. McKenna, however, thought that some arrangement might be made 
whereby the police could give assistance in ehforcing the Act without 
interferepce with their ordinary duties. 

At Bow-street, on the 9th inst., Sir A. de Rutzen again had before 
him the summonses issued at the inetance of the London County 
Council against a number of.tradesmen in the Strand for not closing 
their premises in accordance with the provisions of the Shops Act, 
1912. Mr. J. W. Godfrey now said that he did net propose to prove 
that the proceedings were authorized by the County Council. Anyone 
might lay an ‘‘ information’’ in a criminal case unless there was some 
limitation imposed by statute: The magistrate eventually adjourned 
the summonses sine die, and said that if the Council granted the ex- 
emption order, for which a petition had been made by the defendants, 
there would be an end of the matter. If, on the other hand, exemption 
was refused, the summonses would be restored to the list, and he 
would deal with them on their merits. He refused a request by Mr. 
Godfrey to make it acendition that the defendants should undertake to 





conform to the Act in the meantime. 

A provisional order Bill has just received the Royal Assent whereby 
special powers are granted to the Hull Corporation for dealing with 
obscene publications. Powers were originally obtained under an Act 
of 1907 to enable the Corporation to seize objectionable prints without 
first proving that they were exposed for sale. These powers, which 
were only obtained experimentally for five years, have now been ex- 
tended, and under them any premises can be searched in which the, 
Corporation believes that indecent prints are kept for exhibition, gain, 
or sale, without first proving the sale, Any person found: with such 
prints in his custody may be heavily fined, and the onus of proving 
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that the prints are not for sale or exhibition rests with the person in 
whose custody they are found. 





Sir Henry Kimber, says the 7'imes, recently asked Mr. Lloyd George, 
in view of the use of the word ‘‘ must ’’ in heavy type in the Insurance 
Leaflet No. 21, headed ‘‘ Duties of Employers of Domestic Servants,” 
what was to compel a mistress or a servant to pay any contribution at 
all until October, or to do various other things required of them. 
Mr. Masterman has replied that the use of the word ‘‘must”’ in the 
pamphlet implies that there is legal liability to de the thing specified. 
This liability, he states, depends in part on the Insurance Act, in part 
on the statutory regulations made by the Insurance Commissioners in 
pursuance of their powers under the Act. If any employer fails to pay 
contributions for any week of employment before or after October he 
will render himself liable to proceedings. If an employed person does 
not join an approved society till October, but can and does join then, 
nothing happens, as the time for joining approved societies does not 
expire till after three months and fourteen days after the beginning of 
the Act. 


Mr. Philip H. Martineau, of Messrs. Martineau & Reid, Gray’s-inn, 
has joined the board of the Guardian Assurance Co. (Limited). 





Royat Navy.—Parente thinking of the Royal Navy as a profession 
for their sons can obtain (without charge) full particulars of the regula- 
tions for entry to the Royal Naval College, Osborne, the Paymaster 
and Medical Branches, on application. Publication Department, Gieve, 
Matthews, & Seagrove, Ltd., 65, South Molton-street, London, W.— 
[Advt.] 


Way PayRent’? Take an Immediate Mortgage free in event of death 
from the Scorrisn Temperance Lire Assunance Co. (Limrrep). Repay 
ments usually less than rent. Mortgage expenses paid by the Company. 
Prospectus from 3, Cheapside, E.C. ’Phone 6002 Bank.—Advt. 





The Property Mart. 


Revenstoxs, Lire Pourcies, Erc. 


Mesars, H. F. Foster & Crawnrtecp hell their usual Fortnightly Periodical Sale 
of these interests, at the Mart, Tokenhouse-yard. E.C., oa Thursday last, whea the 
following Lots were told, ths total realised basing £1,670: — 

POLICY OF ASSURANCE for £1,000 ,, i 
” ” for £1,600 mr 
POLICIES OF ASSURANCE for £5°0 ae a ° , 
ABSOLUTE REVERSIUN to One-fifth SHARE of £872 10s, 2d. 
Bank of England Stock ee ee . ee ee - 270 


Sold £500 
ee ee oe » £700 
ee 20) 








Winding-up Notices. 
London Gazette,—FRIDAY, Aug. 9. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Limirep ry Omgancerey. 


Devon PUsiic Hovsrk Taust Co, Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before Sent 6 
to sand their names and addresses, and the particulars of thair debts or claims 
to Harold Gaye Michelmore, 19, Markes st, Newoon Abbos. Hacker & Michelmore, 
Newton Abbot, solora for the liquidator. 

ELecrRic PRE-PAYMENT MBreRs LTD (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION)—Creditors are 
required, on or be.ore Aug 14, to send their names and addresses, and the parciculars 
of their debts or claims, to B. Bernheim & F. KB. Stanley, 3, Laurence Pountoey In. 
Deacon & Co, Great St. Helen's, solora {.r the liquidators, 

HARVEY UNITED Stee. Co, Lrp, (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION) - Creditcrs are required 
on or b fore Sept 10, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars ot 
their debts or clains, to Messrs. Hoghes & Vickers, 28, Victoria st, Westmimt-r. 
Ureenop & Co, Cannon st, solors for the liquidators. 

AND G. ALWAKD, LTD, (IN VoLUNTARY LIQUIDATION)—Creditors are required, on or 
before Aug 29, to send their names and addre-ses, and the particulars of their debts 
or claims, to Joseph Horner Glover, 6, Priory pl, Doncaster, li juidator, 

New O.ympta Co, Lrp. (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION.)—Cred.tors are required, on or 
before Sept 9, to send their names and addresses, and the particalars of their debts or 
claims, to Edward C, Moore, 3, Crosby 8q, liquidator. 

TWELTRIDGE & Co, LTp.—Creditors are required, on or before Sept 21, to send their names 
and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Bernard Burnett, 
Bentinck chmbra, Market st, Mansfield, liquidator. 


Loicon Gazette —TURSDAY, Aug. 13. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES, 
Limrtap rm Cmanogar,. 


ARTHUR MoNCKTON, LTp.—Creditors are require], on or before Sept 12, to send thir 
names aud addresses, and the particulars of theie dexts or claims, to 
croak, 45 and 44, Lombard st. layne, Budge row, solor for the 1 qu.dator. 

BRITi:H STONK AND MARBLE Co, LTD ({N VoLUNTAPY LIQUIDATION).—Creditors are 
required, on or before Sept 10, to send their namss and addresses, and the 
particulars of their debts or claims, to Mauiice Jenks, 6, Old Jewry 
liquidator. ; 

BueGon & Co (SHEFFIELD), LTD.—Creditors are required, on or before Fept 13, to send 
thei: names and aidresses, aud the part culars of their debts or cliims, w W. 
tiuvert Smith, 7, York st, Shetfield, liquidator. 

CENTRAL JAVA RUBBER PLANTATIONS LTD,—Creditors are required, 01 orbefora Oct 1¢ 
to send their Christian and srurnames, their addresses and description and fulr 
pirticulars of their debts or claims, to James D. Pattullo, 65, London Wall, 1 quidator. 

CorswoLD WOOLLEN Co, LTp.—Crediturs are require|, on or before Ang 31, 10 send 
their names aud addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims to John 
Stephen Dudoridge, Stroud, Glos. Langley Smith & son, Glouce ter solors for the 
liquidator. 

INTEANATIONAL A,B.C. LtD.—Creditors are required, on or before Sept. 9, to send in 
th.ir names ana addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to E. Wilson 8 
Laurence Pountney hill, Cannon at, liguidator. : 

KUILs RIVER LIN MINES, LTD.—Creditors are required, on or before Oct 1, to send in 
their nawes and addresses, with particulars of their debts or claim3to Arthur 
Elliot Deaell, 16, Finsbury circus Payne, Budge row, solor to the liquidator. 


Siduey 
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“LRONARCO SYNDICATE, LtD.’’—Creditors are required, on or before Sept 14, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, tg 
} Richard Harold Kennaway, Pioner’s Hall, Au-tin friars, liquidator. 

NEW AMHERST SYNDICATE, LTD.—Creditors are a on or before Sept 14, to s.nd 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Richard Harsld Kennaway, Pinuer’s Hall, Austin friars, liquidator. 

SCOTGATE ASH 8TONE Co, LtTp.—Creditors are required, on or b-fore Sept 21, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Thomas 
Tanner, Scotgate Ash Stone Co, Pateley Bridge Rymer, York, solor for ths 
Hqnidator. 

TARALOL vA TgA Co, Lrp. (IN VoLUNTARY LIQUIDATION)—Credilore are required, on 
or before Aug 3i, to send tueir names and addresses, and the particulars of their 
debts or clatms, tc Frederic Edwa'd Wright, 19, St Dunstan's hill, liquidator. 

TRANSPORT TRADING AND AGENCY CO OF WEST AUSTRALIA, LTD.—Pet: for winding 
up, presented Aug 9, directed to be heard before the Vacation Judge, Ang 2% 
Johnson & Co, 7, King’s Bench walk, ;Temple, sulors for the petnra. Notice of 
appearing must reach the above named nog later than 6 o'clock ia the afternoon 
of Aug 21. 

WASTE BLEACHERS Lp (In VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION FOR THE PURPOSE OF RECON. 
STRUCTION).—Creditors are required, on or before Sept 9, to send their names and 
addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims t» C. M. Skinner, 7, Nurfolk 
st, Manchester, liquidator. 


Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. 
London Gazotte.—Friiry, Aug..9, 


PORTSLADE STEAM Sup Co, L'pD. 
HINCKLEY AND LEICESTER STEAM LAUNDRY Co, LTD, 
MERRYBENT MINING SYNDICATE, LTD. 
WIDIN CoprER SYNDICATE, LTD, 

ALTON ESTATES, LTD, 

HELIOS OPTICAL ASSOCIATION, LTD, 
ELITE PoRTRAIT CO, LTD. 

Lee, AYLES & CUTLER, LTD. 

New Otympta Co, Lip. 

H. B. CLARK & Co, Lrp. 

DEVON PuBLIC Housk Trust Co, LTD. 
Woop & Co (BOLTON), Lrp. 

LANWIN SYNDICATE, LTD. 

GREEN'S SUPPLY STORES, LTD. 
ELgecrric PREPAYMENT Mer«ns, LTD. 
PEWTEKERS, LTD. 

OSPEFA, LTD. (Reconstruc ion.) 


London Gazette.—TuBSPAY, Aug. 13. 


Hocartnu & Hayes, Lrp. 

FLETCHER JACKSON & Co, LTD. 

CAMPBELLS ZAMBEZIA MINERALS Co, LTp 

MICHAEL , PINTUS, & SOMMERFELD, LTb. 
INTERNATIONAL A.B.C., LTD, 

PexFECT ADVERTISING MACHINE Co, LTD. 

COVENTRY WEAVING Co, LTD. 

KOSHERVILLE PIER AND STEAM PACKET Co, LTD. 

F. M, RUSSELL & Co, Ltp. 

EpocH SYNDICATE, LTD. 

WRYSGAN SLATE QuakRY Co, LTD. 

RICHARD TAYLOR, LTD. 

THE K.A. SYNDICATE, LTD. 

P. A. T. SYPHON Co, LTb. 

STANDARD INDUSTRIALS, LTD. 

LOCCASTRADA ALABASTER MOUNTAIN, LTD. 

HUMBER MUTUAL MARINE INSURANCE Society, LTD. 
Davip Dixon & Son, Lp. 

LOANDA COALING AND LIGHTERAGE Co, LTD. 

PH@NIX ILLUMINATED ADVERTISING SYNDICATE, LTD, 
BRITISH EXCELSIOR MoToRs, LTD. 

HaRvVEY UNITED STEEL Co, LTD. 

BaRitisH STONE AND MARBLE Co, LTD. 

MERCHANTS GENERAL DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION, LTD. 
CENTRAL JAVA KUBBER PLANTATIONS, LTD. (Keconstraction). 
CARR, EVANS & Co, LTD. 

KEYINGHAM STEAMSHIP Co, LTD. 

WILLIAM BEAL, LTb. 

OTIS STEEL CO, LTD. 

ALTOY ASSEMBLY RooOMs AND ToWN HALL Co, Ltp. 











Creditors’ Notices. 
Under Estates in Chancery. 


Last Day or Cram. 
London Gazetle.—Fatpay, Aug. 9. 


Auras, Sir Atoser Jossra, Watford, Herts Sey 30 Godfrey v Af-nmm, Parker, J 
Veitch, Norfolk Hvuse, Norfolk st, Strand 


Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Dar or Crarm, 


London Gazette.—FRIDAY, August 9, 


ALLEN, BULKELEY, Altrincham S:pt 30 Allen & Co, Manchester 

ATKINSON, JOHN BUCKLEY, Torrishoime, nf Morecamb-, Lanca Aug 31 Taylor, OldL.aw 

BARRETS, EMMA, Southampton Sept 10 Poge & Gull ford, S.uthampton 

BonD, HENRY JAMES, Hove Sept 9 Trangmar, flove 

ossoM, CHARLEs, Oxford Sept9 Walsh «& co, Oxford 

BROWNE, SOLOMON, Roche, Cornwall Aug 31 Caunter & Son, Liskeard 

CANE, CHARLES, and GEORGIANA ANTOINETTE CANE, Holme Mall, tr Newark, Notting: 
him Sept 14 Larken & Co, Newarx 

CATTRALL, FRANCES, Liscard, Cuéster Sept 21 Kichardson & Co, Liverpool 

CHANDLER, FREDERICK LETBBRIDGE, S.iockbridge, H.nts, Insurance oroker Sept 2 
Ballantyne & Co, Leadenha'! st 

CHAPMAN, FANNY, Lew s Aug3i Lewis & Ho'min, L»wes 

CONN CK. CAROLINE ANN, Yeovil Sept1 Watts & Co, Yeov) 

CooK, HENKY, Hull, Commission Agent Sept10 ‘Ihompsen & Co, Hull 

—— WEBSTER, West Bowling, Bradford, Drysalter Aug 31 Hammond, 
Bradfor 

CUTHELL, GEORGE, Chinchilla, Queexsland, Australia Selector Sept 7 Hopzoo! & 
Lowsons, Spring gdns 

DRAYTON, JAMES AUSTIN, Oxforl Sept25 Hazel & Baines, Oxford 

BvAns, THOMAS, Cannock, Staffs Aug27 Loxton, Walsail 

GALE, ESTHER, Norwich Sept 30 Blyth Norwich 

» CRAHAM, WILLIAM, Dublin, Ireland Sept 11 Paines & Co, St Helen's pl 
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wasris, Mary Lucy, King’s Court rd, Streatham Sept 16 Harwood & Pusey, 
Cannon st 

HARTELOW, CHARLES ALBERT, Birmingham Sept 14 Pritchard, Rirmingham 
VELOCK, MICHAEL, Riding Mill, Northumberland Sept 30 Ingledew & Fenwick, | 
Newcastle upon Tyne | 

Hawney, JOSEPH ALOYsIUS, Liverpool, Cotton Salesman Sept 10 Yates & Co, Liver- 


HLL, FREDERICK MORLEY, Camden sq Sept 21 Tolhurst & Co, Southend on Sea 
Howes, ELLEN , Hamilton ter, St John’s Wood Oct 1 Mason & Co, Gresham st 
HorLey, JOHN, Ealing, Civil Servant Nov 15 Bird, Queen st 

JonES, CHARLES VINCENT, Brighton Sept 9 Rubensteia & Co, Raymon:l's bldgs 
KewpLe, HORATIO FRASER, East Hanningfield, Essex Sept 2t Ley, Carey st 

Kitson, JouN, Torquay Aug 30 Woollcombe & Sons, Piymouth 

jamm, ADA, Bridlington, Iunkeeper Aug 31 West & Son, Bridlington 

Jowis, GEOR :E, York, Licensed Victualler Sept 21 Crombie & Sons, York 
MANWARING, JOSEPH, Brockley, Kent Oct 1 Martin & Nicholson, Queen st 

MARIEN, EMILY, Sydney pl, South Kensington Sept 3 Doasaldson. Bloomsbury pl 
MaRLow, WILLIAM HENRY, Whitwell, Derby, Farmer Sep: 10 Warburton, Worksop 
MARSHALL, THOMAS KOBERT, Bournemoutn Sept 6 Mooring & Co, Bournemouth 
NANKIVELL, Dr HERBERT, Bournemouth Sept 6 Mooring «& Co, Bournemouth 
NoBL¥, MICHAEL WATTS, Oxford Sept9 Walsh & Co, Oxford 

PupDEFOOT, DAVID, Eatoa Bray, Bedford, Dealer Sept 21 Newton & Calcott, Leighton 


Bussard 

poemmece, pam, Eaton Bray, Bedford Sept 21 Newton & Calcott, Leighton | 
sassarc 

Reeneee, Bit, Heaton Moor, Lancs Oet 6 Douglas Houstoun, The Duchy of Lancas- 
ter Offi 


e 
SuiTH, ANN, Sherwool, Nottinzhan Sept 30 Burton & Briggs, Nottingham 
SMITH. FREDERICK, Stanley, Durham, Agent Aug 22 Nicnolson & Martin, Stanley, 
80, Durham 
SuITH, JOHN SLEATH. Mountsorrel, Leicester Sept 16 Mors & Taylor, Loughborough 
SMITH, RICHARD, Brede, Sussex, Farmer Sept7 Diwes & Co, Rye 
squint, Mr HENRY Pepys, Upper RKicymond rd, Eit Putney, Contractor 
AH C Syuire and L Hardin, Squire, Exors 
SrroNG, MARTHA, Reading Sept? brain & Brain, Reding 
TayLor, JOHN, Oxford, Licensed Victualler Sept 9 Walsh & Co, Oxford 
THOMPSON, JOSEPH, Gateshead, Coal Owner tept 20 Cooper & Goodger, Newcastle 
upon Tyne 
WHITTLES, SARAH ANN, Newhey, nr Rochdale Sept 14 Chadwick, Rochdale 
Woop, WILLIAM PALGRAVE, Collingham gdns Sept 18 Paines & Co, St Helen’s pl 
London Gazette.—TUESDAY, Aug 13. 
ADSHEAD, AGNES, Walsall Sept 14 Wilkinson & Co, Wals:ll 
ALLISON, JOHN, West Hartlepool, Farmer Sept 10 Fryer & Webb, West Hartlepool 
oat “wm Ambleside, Westmorland, Blacksmith Sept 20 Gatey & Son, Amble- 
side 


Sept 29 


Pet Aug7 Ord Aug 7 


Puaua, Ricnarv, Tonypindy, Glam, Carp2ater 


BERNHOFT, HARALD, Daal, Kent Sept 25 Cob>ing, Lambert rd, Brixton 


| Bupp, SARAH FRANCES, Hinckley, Leicester Sept 22 Armstrong, Mostyn chmbrs, 


Mostyn rd, Brixton 
BUDDEN, GERTRUDE MARY, Poole, 


Dorset 
CHAPMAN, REGINALD, Beeston, Notts, Enzineer’s Clerk Sept 17 Williams, Leicester 


CHILTON, MARIE, Bath Sept 23 Collins & Simmons, Bath 


Dorset Sept 7 Burridge & Co, Shaftesbury, 


| CoopeR, MARY ANN, ‘Farndon Fields, nr Newark, Notts Sept 14 Turner & Co, Not- 


tingham 
DALY, Major MAuRICcE, Constantine rd, Hampsteal 
-Great James s‘, Bedford row 
Drxon, ELIzi HANNAH, Scarborough Sept 30 Richardson & Parker, Scarborough 
Drew, HENRY, Exeter, Land Agent Sept 10 Sparkes & Co, Exeter 
FISHER, WILLIAM HENRY PIKE, Exmouth, Devon, Accountant Sept 10 Sparkes & Co, 
Exeter 
Foot, CHARLES, Handsworth, Staffs, Olicar of Inland Revenue Sept 14 Storey, Lei- 


O:t 15 Pattinson & Brewer, 


cester 

FRANKLIN, THOMAS PARNHAM, Westcliff on Sea, Essex Sept 14 Newton & Co, Fins- 
bury circus ; 

Griens, KLIZABETH, Buckland, Portsmouth SepS 23 Cou ins & Burbidge, P 3rtsm math 

GUNSTON, MICHAEL JouN, Cassland rd, South Hackney Sept 12 Boa!ton& Co, North 
ampton 84, Clerkenwell 

JACKSON, ELLEN, Leeds, Grocer Sept 9 

Jones, DAvip EVAN, Llianlleonfel, Brecon 

Krirbpy, WILLIAM, Welbeck st, Cavendis sq 

Lucas, CATHARINE ANS, Stafford Sept 29 

MILES, SARAH, Normauton, Derby Sept 17 

MurpHy, WILLIAM, Penmaenmawr, Caraarvon, Labourer 
Conway 

NEWMARCH, SOPHIA LADEVEZE, Cheltenham Sept 21 Cooper, Bridgnorth 

ORTON, JOHN, Stafford Oct 1 Fisher & Fisher, King’s ct, Broadway, Westminster 

QUENEBOROUGH, DANIEL, Stopsley, Bedford, Farmer Aug 2) Cooke & Sons, Luton 

REED, JAMES THOMAS TAVERNER, Southwold, Suffolk Sept 10 Fassnidge, Uxbridge 

ROBINSON, JESSIE GREY, Manchester Sept 13 Lloyd & Davies, M inchester 

SHELFORD, ROBERT WALTER CAMPBELL, Margate Sept2l Loughborough & Co, Austin 
friars 

SIDDALL, JouN, Stockport, Stockbrokr Sept 13 Hall & Co, Manchester 

Waveu, Joun, Newcastle upon Tyne, Innkzeper Aug 31 Chartres & Youll, Newcastle 
upon Tyne 7 : 

WELCH, Mary, Ro3s rd, South Norwood Hill Sept 9 Barber & Soas, 

WIWENER. GEORGE DUNTON, Cacltenhiam, Pennsylvania, USA 
86, Strand 

WILDE, JAME3, Droylsden, Lancs Sept7 Brouley & Hyd2, Ashton under Lyne 

Wisk, THOM \S, Launcestor, Cornwall S2pt 22 Uowlard & Co, Launceston 


Emsley & Son. Lesds 
Sept 19 Lewis & Co, Merthyr Tydfil 
Sept 14 Wilkinson, St He‘e.’'s pl 
Hani & Co, Stafford 

Williams, Le:cester 


Sept 9 Porter & Co, 


St Swithin’s In 
Sept 14 Hood, 


Fatruer:, Greonce Eowaro,and Watrer Joun Fatures, 
Oxford, Builders Aug 19 at 12 1, St Aldate’s, 
Oxforl 


Poatypridd 


Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gazette.—Faipay, Aug. 9. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Rawxpaut, Henry Caarces Percy, Phippsville, Northamp- 
ton, Company Director Northampton Pet Aug 1 
Ord Aug 3 

| Seaat, Lewis, Clarence st, Valanc? rd, Bethnal Green, 
Cabinet Maker High Coart Pet Aug7 Ord Aug7 


Aspaews, Jonw Percy, and Mary Date, Bro 1, - | Jour ws é 
- 5 mavend, Hore Stumons, Agrava Joseru, Bi mingham, Clerk Birmingham 


ford, Builders Worcester Pet July 5 Ord Aug 3 
Batpwry, Ricaarp Eowaep, Burnley, Hosiery Pressman 
Pet Aug 6 Ord Aug 6 
Bettamy, Taomas, Lamb’s Coniuit st, Holborn, Poulterer 


Burnle 


Hizh Court Pet Aug 3 


Broorr, James, Middlewich, Solicitor 


uly 5 Ord Aug 7 


Casorre, Peter, Manchester, 


Aug 6 Ord Aug 6 
Corrie, Apaam Joseru, Kem 
ford Pet July 13 


Bui'der 
Aug 6 


Eseimax, Lazarus, Commercial rd, Corset Maker High 
Court PetAug3 Ord Aug3 
Eowarp, Joan Heway, Birmingham, Builder Birmingham 


Pet Aug3 Ord Aug 3 
Fiercagr. 
Pet Aug 2 Ord Aug 2 
Mannis, Ettex, Chacewater, 
Ord Aug 6 ‘ 


Kiso, Cuanies Frepeaicx, Stepney, Assistant Paymaster 


h Court Pet May 15 


Laoy & Co, Garden walk, Great Eastern st, Cabinet Makers 
High Court Pet July 15 Ord Ang 7 
Isccort, Eowarp, Brothertoft, Liacola Boston Pet July 


26 Urd Aug 7 


Macwamana, Gzronce Locuyett, Weston, Bath, Theatrical 
Manager Pet Aug2 Ord Aug 2 ssa 


Ord Aus 7 

Cox, Cuaaurs, Tunbridge Wells, Horticultural Builder 
Tunbridge Wells Pet Aug6 Ord Aug6é 

D.xox, Jonw Foster, West Jesmo id, Newcastle up»n Tyne 

Newcastle upon ‘I'yne ( 


eney, Ukeston, Comm >2rcial Traveller Derby 


Pet Aug3 Ord Aug 3 
| Simmons, James, Birmiogham Bi miagbam 
Ord Aug 2 
Srapey, Joseeu Caarces, Bury St Edmuads, Plumer and 
Glazier Bury St Elmunds Pet Aug6 Ord Augé 
Srockiry, Henry, Uxford, Tobacconist Oxford Pet July 


Pet Aug 2 


Ord Aug 3 
Nantwich Pet 


Publisher Manchester 25 Ord Aug 7 

nae Oe Swayne, THomas Syxes, Blackpool, Dressmaker Preston 
ton, Beds, Contract Bed- Pet Aug3 Od Aug 3 
a > Contenster Bod Wictsarre, Aetave Eowarp, Neath, Glam, Grocer Neath 


Ord Aug 6 
FIRST MEETINGS. 

Ancugr, Wititam, Carson rd, Dulwich, Mortgage Broker 
Aug 20 at 11.30 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Asne, Mircuett, High st, Stoke Newington, 
Dealer Aug 2l at3 Off Rec, 14, Bedford row 

Artxkisgox, Lewis, Hatfield Peverel, Essex, Baker Aug 
2liat 12 Off Rec, 14, Bedford row 

Betvtamy, Tuomas, Lamb's Conduit st, Holborn, Poulterer 
Aug 20 at 1 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Bagaxs, James, Coliin Field, Kendal, Farmer Aug 20 at 
11.30 Off Rec, 16, Cornwallis st, Barrow in Furness 

Cox, Cuarces, Tanbridge Wel's, Horticultural Builder 
Aug 17 at 11.30 Off Rec, 12a, Marlborough pl, 
Brighton 

Dixon, Jonn Foster, West Jesmond, Newcastle upon T yn, 
Builder Aug 20at11 County Court, Westgate road, 
Newcastle upon Tyne 

Evsimay, Lazarus, Commercial rd, Corset Maker Aug 20 
at12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 


Pet Aug 6 


Pet Jaly 31 Ord 


Tobacco 


C.rnwall Truro Pet Aug 6 


Ord Aug 7 


Fvetcuer, Henry, Ilkeston, Derby, Commercial Trave'ler 
Aug 19 at 1140 Of Kee, 5, Victoria bidgs, London 
rd, Darby 

Geeex, A vu V T, Abingdon vil'as, Kensington, Com- 
piny Promoter Aug 19 at 11.30 Bankruptcy bidgs, 
Carey st 

Haut, Steraz~ Warsow, Milstead, Kent, Licensed Victu- 
ailer Aug 19 at 3.15 115, Higa st, Rochester 

Hevex, Reatsatp Cravor, Leamiugton, Warwick, Baker 
Aug 19 at 11 Off Rec, 8, High st, Coventry 

Hupsox, Heanert Feeveatox, Bridgend, Glam, Secretary 
of a Limited Compwmy Aug il9at3 117, St Mary ss, 


Cardiff 

Jackxsoy, F E, Baroness rd, Hackney rJ, Wholesale 
Grocer Aug 19 atl Bankruptey bidgs, Carey st 

Kent, Watrer Harry, Chale, I of W, Builder Aug 17 at 
12 Off R-c, 93, High st, Newport, lof W 

Maarriy, E McG, Hart st, Bloomsbury, Solicitor Aug 21 
at 11 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Maraer, Wittram, Brynford, Fiint, Licens:d Victualler 
Aug 19at 12 Crypt-chmbrs, Eastgate row, Chester 

Myers, James, Burnley, Blacksmith Aug 19 at 1: Of 
Rec, 13, Winckley st, Prestoa 

Rovtxsoy, Harve Joase, Great Grimsby, Lelzer Cler* 
Aug 17 a; 11 Of Rec, St Mary’s chmbrs, Grest 
Grimsby 

Seaau, Lewis, Clarence st, Valence rd, Bethnal Green, 
Cabinet Maker Aug 21 at 11 Bankruptey bligs, 
Carey st 

Sincer, Ceci. Mortimer, Sloane st 
Bankrup‘cy bidgs, Carey st 

Swatne, Tuomas Syxes, South Shore, Blackpool, Dr ss 
Maker Aug 19 at 11 Of Kec, 13, Wincaley st, 
Preston e 

Tuomas, Jouw Horxts, Kenfig Hill, Glam, Collier Aug 
17 at 11 117, St Mary at, Cardiff 


Ang 21 at 12 








THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND GUARANTEE 


Suitable Ciauses for insertion in Leases or Mortgages 


*pplication. 


FUND, LIMITED, 


24, 
ESTABLISHED {NN 890. 


MOORGATE STEREBT, LONDON, 


LICENSES INSURANCE. 
SPHCIALISTS IN ALL LICHNSING MATTERS. 
Upwards of 650 Appeals to Quarter Sessions have been conducted under the direction and supervision of the Corporation. 


of Licensed Property, Settied by Counsel, will be seat oa 


POOLING INSURANCE. 
The Corporation also insures risks in oonnection with FIRE, CONSEQUENTIAL LOSS, 
BURCLARY, WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION, FIDELITY CUARANTEE, THIRD PARTY, &o., under 


a perfeoted Profit-sharing system. 


APPLY FOR PROSPECTUS. 
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Waravor, Jouw Lew, Barnley, Hay Merchant Aug 19 EpwWARps, James, Monmouth, Builder Newport, Mon Fet 


at 11.30 Off Rec, 13, Wineckley st, Preston 
AD FU DICATIONS. 


Asn, Mitcaett, High st, Stoxe Newington, Tubacco ; 
» De | 


aler Elmonton Pet July 12 Ord Aug 6 
Avery, Josgra Acnent, Birminghem, Estate Agent Bir- 
mingham Pet June 22 Ord Ang 1 
Batpowiyx, Ricaanp Eowarn, Buraoley, Hosiery Pressman 
Buroley Pet Aug 6 Ord Aug 6 
Be.tamuy, Tuomas, Lamb's Conduit st, Holborn, Poulterer 
High Court Pet Aug 3 Ord Aug 3 


Bickeas, Grorct Stowsy, Leeds; Restaurant Proprietor | 


aeds Pet Ang 2 Ord Aug 2 

Cannorre, Pate, Manchester, Publisher Manchester 
Pet Aug 6 Ord Aug 6 

Craske, Jawes Baowsz, Kenton, Dovon, Farmer Exeter 
Pet July 29 Ord Aug 3 

Caowoesn, Joux Sr Viscevr, Charing Cross rd, Fiaancial 
Agent High Court Pot May:2 Ord Aug 3 

Evsimay, Lazanvus, Commarciad rd, Corset Maker High 
Court Pet Anug3 Ord Aug 3 

Eowaaps, Joax Hexay, Birmingham, Builder 
ham Pet Aug 3 Ord Aug3 

Fawoetr, Faarx, Rochester ter, West Norwool 
Court Pet June 18 Ord Aug 2 

Fires, Joux Osnoave, Fenchurch st, Manufacturer's Agent 
High Court P-t Janel? Ord Aug 3 

Fietcaee, Hevav, [ikeston, Commercial Traveller Derly 
Pet Auz2 Ord Aug 2 

Hasais, Eccex, Chse-water, Corawall 
Ord Aug 6 

Hawsox, Jonw Giiazert, Bond ct, Walbrook High Court 
Pet May 30 Ord Auz3 

Mac samaaa, Geonce Locayett, Weston, Bith, Theatrical 
Marager Bath PetAug2 Ord Aug 2 

Patensow, James, Newiagton butts High Court Pet Mar 
28 OrdAug3 

Puen, Ricaanv, Tonypandy, Glam, Carpenter Pontypridd 
Pet Aug? Ord Aug7 

RawDALL, Heway Caarces Peacy, Phippsville, Northamp 
ton Company Director Northampton Pet Aug 1 
Ord Aug 3 

Beoat, Lewis, Clarence st, Vallance rd, Bethnal Green, 
Cabinet Maker High Court Pet Aug7 Ord Aug7 

Simm xa, Antave Joseva, Birmingham, Clerk Birming- 
ham Pet Aug3 Ord Aug é 

Simmons, Jaxes, Edgbaston, Birminzham 
Pet Aug 2 Ord Aug 6 

Srixx, Fasveaicx, Kenway rd, Kensington, Butcher 
Court Pet May 29 Ord Aug7 

Brapes, Josern Cuantas, Bury 8t Edmunds, Plumber 
Bary ®t Elmands Pet Ang6 Ord Aug 6 

Swatisr, Tuomas Syxes, South Shore, Bl ckpool, Dress- 
miker Preston PetAug’3 Ori Aug3 

Tvaren, "Newey, Penistone, Yorks, Contractor 
Pet July 16 Ord Ang 3 

Wicrsaiae, Anrnva Evwaarp, Neath, Grocer Neath Pet 
Augé Ord Aug 6 

Watour, Warren Wittram, Ugley, Essex. Grocer 
ford Pet July 30 Ord Aug l 


Amended Notice substituted for tat published 
in the London Gazette of Aug 2. 
Curroyx, J suva, Saltoun 1d, Brixton, Music Hall Artiste 
High Court PetJuneé Ord July 29 
London Gazette.—T. ESDAY, Aug. 13. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Apcock, GEORGE FREDERICK, Paignton, Devon 
Pet Aug 8 Ord Aug¢s 
BAKER, DANIEL, Magor, nr Newport, 
Mon PetJuly 5 Ord Aug 9 
Boot, WILLIAM, Manchester, Solicitor Manchester 
July 1 Ord Aug 9 
BROMILEY, WILLIAM, Bolton, Fruiterer 
7 Ori Aug 7 
Bryant, JAMBS, Ormore Vale, Glam, Collier 
Aug7 Ord Aug7 
Cuurcn, GrorGk FREDERICK, Trowbridge, Butcher Bath 
Pet July 27 Ord Aug 9 
CLARKE, ERNEST ARCHIBALD, Toft Monks, Norf Jk, Black- 
smith Great Yarmouth Pet Aug9 Ord Aug9 
CouLsoy, Rosson, North Tyne, Northumberland, Quarry- 
man Neweastle upon Tyne Pet Augl0 Ord Aurz10 
DAVIS, WILLIAM, Ross, Hereford, House Furnisher Here- 
ford Pet Auc®9 Ord Ang 9 
EpGeeury, Hexry Daves, Widnes, Lancs, Carter Liver- 
pool PetAus 9 Ord Anz9 


Birmin :- 


Hig 


Teuro Pet Aug 6 


Birmingham 


High 


Barns ey 


Hert- 


Plymouth 
Mon Newport, 
Bo.ton Pet Aug 


Cardiff? Pet 


Pet | 


; Auzgl0 Ord Aug 10 

| FREEMAN, Henwry James, StafforJ, Hairdresser Stafford 
Pet Aug 8. Ord AugS 

HARRIES, THOMAS. Sout sea, Hants, Restaurant Keeper 
Por’smonth Pet July 23 Ord Aug 7 

Il1eas, F 1, Coulsdon, Surrey Croydon Pet Mari6 Ord 
July 8 

MapiNx, JosepH Now Wadshelf, Dagby, Builder Chester- 
field Pat July 27 Ord Ang9 

MARTINDALE, HaARay, Chorley, Builder 
Aug7 Ord Aug 7 

MEEK, EpWARD BERNARD, High rd, 
Timber Merciant Hizsh Court 
Aug 9 


Bolton Pet 


; 
Willesden Gresn, 
Pet Aug 9 Ord 


Prescorr, RicHarD. Brandesburton, Yorks, 
Kingston upon Hull Pet Ar8 Ord Aug 8 
RAMsA¥Y, MARY ELIZABETH, Whitley Bay, Northumber 
| lind Newcastle upon Tyne Pet Aur 8 Ord Aug 8 
REYNER, F HoneRt, Ha'e, Chester Ma:ichester Pet July 
26 Ord Aur9 
Ricu. Jous, Teibury St Mary, Devon, Farmer 
Pet Ang 9 Ord Aug 9 
Ripiey, James, Fulford, York York 
Aug 9 
RUDDOCK, ARTHUR, L eds, Traveller 
Ord Auz 8 
SAXTON, JAMES GEORGE, Reservoir rd, Brocx'ey, Auctioneer 
High Court PetJuly 1) Ord Aug 8 
SMITH, EDWARD, Acre In, Brixtoa, Baker 
Pet July 18 Ord Aug8 
STONE, THEOPHILUS GmeoraR, and ALLAN LortTvs Srong, 
Salisbury, Wilts, Coach Buildess calizbury Pet Aug9 
Ord Aug 9 
Vink, Epwarp, Eye, Suff.lk, Watchmaker Ipsvich Pet 
Aug9 Orl Aug9 
WALLIS, JAMES, Boddington, Surrey Croydon Pet Aug 9 
Orl Aug 9 
WATKINS, JAMES, Ebbv Vale, Mon, Builder Tredegar 
Pet July 25 Ord Aug 19 
Wippowson, Frep, Sheffield, Journeyman Edre Tool 
Maker Sheffield Pet Auz 9 (Ord Au:) 
; Woutrs, TALFouRD VERNON, H Ayport, Berks Windsor 
} Pet Ang 10 Ord Aug 10 
WYLkS, Horace. Man enter, 
Manchester Pet July 26 


Butcher 


Exeter 


Pet Aug 9 Oxd 


Leels Pet Auy 8 


Wands wo7th 


Munnfacsure.’s Agent 
O:1 Aug 9 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


BRENTANO, ALBIRT LEAPER, Gest Grimsh7, Fruiterer 
Aug@latil Off Rec, 8t Mary'schmbrs, Great Grimsby 
BROMILEY, WILLIAM, Bolton, Fruiterer Aug2latil Of 
Rec, 19, Exchange st, Bolton 
ByGort, JAMES, Middlewich, Solicitor Aug 21 at 12 
Rec, King st, Newc istle, Statfs 
CLARKE, ERNEsT ARCHIBALD, To!t Monks. Norfolk. Black- 
smit: Aug 21 at 12.30 OF Ree, 8, King st, Norwich 
EpWARD#4, J ouN HENRY, Birmingham, Builder Auz2i at 
12.30 Raskin chmrs, 191, Corporation st, Birmingham 
FREEMAN, HeNRy James, Stafford, Hairdresser Aug 22 
at 1130 Off Rec, King st, Newcastle. Staffs 
ITARRIES, THOMAS, Southsea, Hants, Restiurant © eeper 
Aug 22 at 3 Of Ree, Cambridge Junction, High st, 
Portsmouth 
HARRIS, ELLEN, Chacewater, Corawall 
Kec, 12, Princes st, Truro 
KING, CHARLES FREDERICE, Stepney, Assistant Paymaster 
Aug 22atl Bankruptcy bid zs, Carey st 
Leon & Co, Girde* walk, Great East ‘ri st, Cabinet Makers 
Aur22atl2 Bankruptcy bldgs Carev st 
MACNAMARA, GEORGE LOCHNELL, Weston, 
Theatrical Manager Aug 21 at 11.45 
Baldwin st, Bristol 
MARTINDALE, HARRY, Chorley, Builder 
| Off Rec, 19, Exchange st, Bolton 
MEEK, EDwAaRD BERNARD, Hizh rd, Willesien 
Timber Merchant Aug 22 at 11 
Carey st 
| PRESC) T, RICHARD, BraniJesburton, Yorks, Butcher Aug 
= . 2.30 Olf Kec, York City Bank chmbrs, Lowgate, 
} u 
PUGH, RicHaRD, Tonypandy, Glam, Carpenter Auz 22 at 
- So Catherine's chmbrs, St Catherine st, Pouty- 
| Pride 
RAMsay, MARY ELIZAneTH, Whitley Bay, Northumber- 
lant Aug 2latil Off Rec, 30, Mosley st, Newcastle 
upon Tyne 


Of 


Aug 22 at12 Off 


sath, 
Of Rec, 26, 


Aug 21 at 2.30 


Gre2n, 
: Bankruptcy bidgs, 





203rd Year of the Office. The 


Oldest Insurance Office in the World 
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FIRE OFFICE 


FOUNDED 1710, 


Heap Orrice: 


| % 63, THREADNEEDLE ST., E.C, 


Insurances effected on the following risks :—~ 


FIRE DAMAGE. 


RESULTANT LOSS OF RENT AND PROFITS. 
EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY and | PERSONAL 
WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION, | SICKNESS and DISEASE 

including ACCIDENTS TO BURGLARY, 

DOMESTIC SERVANTS. 


ACCIDENT, 


| PLATE GLASS. 
FIDELITY GUARANTEE. 


Law Courts Branch: 40, CHANCERY LANE, W.C. 
A. W. COUSIZ8, Diatriet Manager, 





RANDALL, HENRY CHARLES PERCY, Phippsville, North: 
ampton, Company Director Aug 21 at 12 Oif Ree,. 
The Parade, — o_o 

RicH, JoHN, Tedburn St Mary, Devon, Farmer Aug 9% 
at4 Off Rec, 9, Bedford c r, Exeter 

Riper, James, Fulford, York, Traveller Aug 23 at f 
Of Rec, Red Hous2, Dancom: pl, York 

RupDOCK, ARTHUR, Leeds, Traveller Aug 21 at 3 Of 
Ree, 24, Bond st, Leeds 

SAXTON, JAMES GEORGE, Queen’s rd, New Cros, Auctim-. 
eer Feb 22at 11 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Simmons, ARTHUR JOSEPH, Birmingham, Rent Collector 
Aug 21 at 12 Ruskin chmbrs, 191,Corporation st, Bir. 
mingham 

SIMMONS, JAMES, Birmingham Aug 21 at 11.30 Ruskin 
echmbrs, 1¥1, Corporation st, Birminzham 

Skvuce, WILLIAM HENRY, Bath, Beokbinder Auz 21 at 
11.390 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 

Suiru, Eowarp, Acre In, Brixton, Baker Aug 21 at lL 
132, York rd, Westminster Bridge ri 

STONE, THEOPAILUS GEORGE, and ALLAN LOFTUS Strong, 
Salisbury, Wilts, CoachBuildere Aug 22 atl Off Rec, 
City chmbrs, Catherine st, Salisbary 

WALL, ALFRED BERNARD, Cheltenham, Sculptor Aug 21 
at 3 County Court bidgs, Cheltenham 

WALLIS, JaMts, Beddington, Surrey Aug 21 at 11.3) 
132, York rd, Westminster Bridge rd 

WILLIAMS, JOHN, Lianfairfechan, Carnarvon, Builder Aug 
Yl at 2.30 Castle Hotel, Lianfairfechan 

WIL!SHIRE, ARTHUR EDWARD, Neat }, Glam, Grocer 
21 atil 
Swansert 

Wricut, WALTER WILLIAM, Ugley, Essex, Grocer Aung 
23at12 Olf Rec, 14, Bedford row 


ADJUDICATIONS. 

ADO CK, GEORGE FREDERICK, Paignton, Devo), Gentleman 
Plymouth Pet Aug8 Ori Aug 8 

BROAUBENT, WILLTAM, Ashton under Lyne, Yarn Agent 
Ashton under Lyne Pet June 28 Ord July 17 

BROMILEY, WILLIAM, Bolton, Fruiterer Boitoa 
Aug7 Ord Aug7 

BRYANT, Jamis, Cgmore Vale, Collier Cardiff Pet Aug 
7 Ord Aug7 

CLARKE, ERNZST ARCHIBALD, Toft Monks, Norfolk 
Blacksmith Great Yarmouth Pet Aug 9 Ord Aug 9 

CouLsoN, Ronson, North Tyn>, Northumberland, Quarry- 
man Newcastle upon Tyne Pet Augl0 Ord Ang lp 

Cox, CHARLES, funbriige Wells, Horticultural Builver 
Tuaubridge Wells Pet Aug6 Ord Auss 

Davis, WILLIAM, Koss, Hereford, House Furnisher Here- 
ford Pet Aug9 Ord Aus9 

Dixon, JoHN Foster, West Jesmond, Newcastle upon 
Tyne, Builder Newcastle upon Tyne Pet July 3t 
Ord Aug 8 

EDGERLEY, WenRY HAYES, Widnes, Lan:s, Carter Liver- 
pool Pet Aug 9 Ord Aug9 

EpWaRDS, JaMES, Monmouta, Builder Newport, Mua 
Pet Aug 10 Ord Aug lv 

FRESMAN, HENRY JAMES, Staffor], Hairdresser 
Pet Arg8 Ord Aug 8 

Goocu, FREDERICK CUARLES, Maidenhead, Insurance 
Beokee Windsor Pet April 29 Urd Aus 10 

ILEVEN, REGINALD CLAUDE, Leamtmgton, Warwick, Bakers 
aid Confectioner Warwick Pet July 19 Ori Aug 9 

MARTINDALE, HARRY, VUhoriley, Buildsr Boiton Let 
Aur7 Ord Aug 7 

Prescotr, RicHakD, Brandesburton, Yorks, 
Kings*on upon Hull Pet Aug 8 Ord Aug 8 

Ricu, JOUN, ledburu St Mary, Deven, Farmer 
Pei Aug 9 Ord Aug 9 

RIDLEY, JAME3, Fulford, York, Traveller York Pet Aug 
9 Ord Aug 9 

LUDDOCK, ARTHUR, Leeds, Traveller Leeds 
Ord Aug 8 

RUSSELL, HORACE RUTTER, Kensingtoa gdns sq, Insurance 
Broser Hign Court 1et Dec 8, 1911 Ord Augs — 

SAXTON, JAMtsS GEORGE, Reservoir rd, Brockley Auction- 
eer High Court Pet Jaly 19 Ord Aug 9 

STOCKLEY, HENRY, Oxford, Tovascomist Oxford Pet July 
25 Ord Aug 10 

STONE, THEOPHILUS GEORGE, and ALLAN LOFTUS STONE, 
Salisbury, Wilts, Coach Builders Salsbury Pet Ag 
9 Ord Aug9 

STYGALL, M Exnaest, Craven st, Strand, Joinery Manufas- 
tmer High Court Pet Juse 19 ord Augs 

TANCOCK, JOHN, Ropley, Hauts, Farmer Winchester 
Pet July 22 Ord Aug 8 

VINE, EpwaRD, Eye, suffolk, Watchmaker 
Pet Aug 9 Ord Aug9 

WippowsoN, FRED, sheffield, Journeyman Edge Tool 
Maker Sheffield Pet Aug 9 Ora Aug 9 

WILKES, ALFRED, Queen's rd, Peckham High Court Pet 
July 10 Ord Aug 8 

WOULFE, TALFOURD VERNON, Holyport, Berks Windsor 
Pet Aug 10 Ord Aug 10 

WyLrs, HORACE, Maochester Manufacturer's Agent 
Manchester PetJuly 26 O.d Aug 10 


ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 
HILCKES, HEINREICH GUSTAV, Manor park, Le>, Kent, 
Philatelic Publisher Greenwica Adjud Feb 4, 
1900 Annul July 16, 1912 


N ASKELYNE and DEVANT’S: 
MYSTERIES, St. George’s Hall, Oxford Circus. 
Daily at 3 and 8. Seats Is. to de. Louis Nikola, 
Magician Entertainer. Original Experiments. The 
Topsy-turvy Tea Table, Dissolution of Matter, Patridtie 
Drill, Total Eclipse, &c., &c., &c. At 3 and 8, TH 
WINDOW OF THE HAUNTED HOUSE. Ghosts, havicg 
all the appearance of being living persons, come to the 
window and go away from it invisibly, while members 
of the audience are on the stage. Presented at every 
performance by Mr. E. A. Maskelyne. Gintaro, t#® 
Great Japanese Juggler. Mr. Ernest Hastings, Humour 
and Music at the Piano. The Vagabond Players, with 
Mr. Harold Montague. Mr. Maskelyne’e Magical farce, 
“Mrs. Daffodil Downey's Seance.” Seats, Is. to 3% 
Daily, at 3and 8, Managing Directcr, David Devaat. 


Auy 
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